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Additional Important Notice Regarding Committee Consent
Agenda: On June 29,1994,theBoard authorized the Local
Assistance and Planning Committee to utilize a consent agenda
for the approval of planning elements due to the large number
of documents that the Committee will have to consider.
Discussion of matters . on this Committee Agenda may be limited
if the matters are placed on the Committee's Consent Agenda by
Board staff . The Consent Agenda will be available at the
Committee meeting . Persons interested in commenting on an
item that has been placed on the Committee's Consent Agenda
are advised to appear at the Committee meeting and request
that item be removed from the Consent Agenda so that their
comments may be bbnsidered`by the Committee.

1. REPORT FROM OFFICE OF LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLAN
IMPLEMENTATION BRANCH

2. REPORT ON WASTE PREVENTION, DIVERSION, USED OIL AND
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ISSUES AND ACTIVITIES OF THE WASTE
PREVENTION AND EDUCATION DIVISION

3. CONSIDERATION OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

4. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF AGOURA HILLS, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

5. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ALHAMBRA, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

6. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ARCADIA, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

7. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ARTESIA, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

8. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BRADBURY,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

9. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF BURBANK, LOS ANGELES COUNTY
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. 10 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CALABASAS,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

11. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CERRITOS,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

12. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

13. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF COMPTON, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

14. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF COVINA, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

15. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CULVER
CITY, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

16. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF DOWNEY, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

17. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF EL SEGUNDO, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

18. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GARDENA,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

19. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

20. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GLENDORA, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY
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21. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

22. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

23. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

24. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF INGLEWOOD, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

25. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF.

	

/~
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT and NONDISPOSAL \ to
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LA CANADA - FLINTRIDGE, LOS
ANGELES COUNTY

26. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF.
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LAKEWOOD-,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

27. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF_
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LANCASTER, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

28. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LA VERNE, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

29. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LONG BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

30. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LYNWOOD, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

31. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MALIBU, LOS ` 6 1
ANGELES COUNTY

32. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MONTEREY
PARK, LOS ANGELES COUNTY
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. 33 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT ; -AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NORWALK, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

34 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD

	

\ ti ck
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PARAMOUNT, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

35 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD

	

\~
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, and NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PALMDALE, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

36 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT and NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PASADENA, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

37 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD

	

2.00
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PICO RIVERA, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

• 38 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF

	

IOSTHE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF RANCHO

	

(.
PALOS VERDES, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

39 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD

	

2\0
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

40 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ROLLING

	

21'1
HILLS, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

41 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ROLLING

	

21q
HILLS ESTATES, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

42 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF

	

221THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SAN MARINO,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

43 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT and NONDISPOSAL

	

Gf.
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

•
44 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF

	

A A^
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT and NONDISPOSAL

	

,L`II
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY



45. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT and HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SIGNAL HILL, LOS
ANGELES COUNTY

46. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TEMPLE CITY, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

47. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF /~1}~
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL 9J% VI
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TORRANCE, LOS ANGELES
COUNTY

48. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF WALNUT, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

49. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

50. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

51. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

52. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NAPA, NAPA COUNTY

53. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE MULTIJURISDICTIONAL SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO, AND THE CITIES OF
ATHERTON, BELMONT, BURLINGAME, COLMA, DALY CITY, EAST PALO
ALTO, FOSTER CITY, HALF MOON BAY, HILLSBOROUGH, MENLO PARK,
PORTOLA VALLEY, REDWOOD CITY, SAN CARLOS, SAN MATEO, AND
WOODSIDE, SAN MATEO COUNTY

54. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE MULTIJURISDICTIONAL NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE 215COUNTY OF SAN MATEO, AND THE CITIES OF ATHERTON, BELMONT,
BRISBANE, BURLINGAME, COLMA, DALY CITY, EAST PALO ALTO, HALF
MOON BAY, HILLSBOROUGH, MENLO PARK, MILLBRAE, PORTOLA
VALLEY, REDWOOD CITY, SAN CARLOS, SAN MATEO, SOUTH SAN
FRANCISCO, AND WOODSIDE, SAN MATEO COUNTY
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55. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF
BRISBANE, SAN MATEO COUNTY

56. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF
MILLBRAE, SAN MATEO COUNTY

57. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF

	

^n~
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PACIFICA, SAN MATEO COUNTY

58. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT AND PETITION FOR 'ITS
REDUCTION IN THE MEDIUM - TERM PLANNING REQUIREMENTS AND
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT FOR ALPINE COUNTY

59. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CRESCENT CITY, DEL NORTE COUNTY

3b3

3'15
60 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF

THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF DEL NORTE COUNTY

61 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT, HOUSEHOLD
HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT, AND NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF GRASS VALLEY, NEVADA COUNTY

u-
62 . CONSIDERATION OF PETITION FOR REDUCTION IN THE DIVERSION

REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF WILLIAMS, COLUSA COUNTY
'~q3

0 )

63. CONSIDERATION OF REQUEST FOR TIME EXTENSION, UNDER PRC
41811 .5(e), FOR THE CITIES OF HERCULES, PINOLE, SAN PABLO,
AND RICHMOND, CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

64. UPDATE ON THE STATUS OF THE DISPOSAL REPORTING REGULATIONS

65. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL FOR ADOPTION OF REVISIONS TO THE
USED OIL RECYCLING REGULATIONS, TITLE 14, CHAPTER 8,
SECTIONS 18601 THROUGH 18656 .0, CALIFORNIA CODE OF
REGULATIONS

66. CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTANCE OF REPORT TO THE LEGISLATURE
ENTITLED : "USED OIL RECYCLING PROGRAM BIANNUAL REPORT"

67. CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT HEAVY METALS IN PACKAGING STUDY

68. CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT NONYARD WOOD WASTE REPORT

69. CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTANCE OF MODEL UNIVERSITY WASTE
REDUCTION PROGRAM DELIVERABLES

U~5
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70. OPEN DISCUSSION

71. ADJOURNMENT

Notice :

	

The Committee may hold a closed session to discuss
the appointment or employment of public employees
and litigation under authority of Government Code
Sections 11126 (a) and (q), respectively.

For further information contact:
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Center Drive
Sacramento, CA 95826

Patti Bertram
(916) 255-2156

S



California Integrated Waste Management . Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Agoura Hills, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Agoura Hills's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 25% and 508 for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and hazardous waste oil
change these percentages to 24 .68 for 1995 and 49 .68 for the year 2000 . The removal
of restricted wastes results in the substantial compliance for the 1995 mandate and
for the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City of Agoura Hills plans to implement curbside recycling, backyard composting,
waste audits, and buy-back centers for those who do not have curbside available to
them . For the multi-family units, the City plans to develop recycling opportunities
for its residents, and commercial/industrial source separated collection to include
white paper, recycling, wood waste recovery and metal reclaim . The City also plans
to recover green waste from the residential and commercial sectors . The City also
plans to continued their Christmas tree collection program.

The City plans to educate its citizens by sending materials on source reduction,
recycling, and composting . The City will have booths at public events and will have

formation available at the recycling center . The City plans to implement schools
ograms which include waste reduction curricula, special assemblies, and field

trips.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Agoura Hill's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY

	

I YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

r.
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #4
September 19, 1994	 Page 2

Explanation of any "No" responses :

	

•

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual report to the Board.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

Commercial and industrial waste oil is not defined as
"normally disposed of" ; waste oil is defined as a hazardous waste . Staff subtracted
11 .6 tons of commercial hazardous waste oil from base year diversion and generation,
and 127 tons hazardous waste oil were subtracted from base year disposal and
generation . In addition, 1 ton of waste oil was subtracted from 1995 diversion and
generation, and 149 tons of waste oil were subtracted from 1995 disposal and
generation . Lastly, 1 ton of waste oil was subtracted from year 2000 diversion a,
generation, and 160 tons were subtracted from year 2000 disposal and generation . •

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 152 .1 tons of
restricted waste types has been received .

	

152 .1 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

Agoura Hills Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gem

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gem

Original Claim 16,222 1,315 17,537 14,144 4,723 18,867 10,124 10,131 20,255

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-103) (-103) 0 (-103) (-103) 0 (-103) (-103)

Scrap metals 0 (-49) (-49) 0 (-49) (-49) 0 (-49) (-49)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-152) (-152) 0 (-152) (-152) 0 (-152) (-152)

Hazardous waste oil (-127) (-11 .6) (-138 .6) (-149) (-1) (-150) (-160) (-1) (-161)

Corrected Totals 16,095 1,151 .4 17,246 .4 13,995 4,570 18,565 9,964 9,978 19,942

Claimed diversion rates 7 4% 25 0% 50 0%

Corrected diversion rates 6.6% 24:6% A49 6%

2



OFE

is NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas :

Agenda Item #4
Page 3

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994t
This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which include periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection
program that will operate approximately 96 days a year . The County also plans to
expand the education and public information program to educate all County residents
on HHW.

Staff-recommend an approval for the City of Agoura Hill's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Agoura Hills does not have a nondisposal facility located in their
jurisdiction nor did they identify one outside their jurisdiction . Staff spoke with
the City and they stated the waste went to an unpermitted intermdiate processing
center.

Staff recommend the City of Agoura Hills Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

Resolution # 94-208 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Agoura Hills
Resolution # 94-209 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Agoura Hills
Resolution # 94-210 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Agoura Hills

3



Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #11
September 19, 1994

	

Page 4

Prepared by :	 Traci R . PerrvI ~~	 Phone :	 255-2311

Prepared by :	 Becky Schumwav1((~~ l~\}	 Phone :	 255-2420

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon
U
`~k	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix 	
W'

/
	 Phone :	 255-2670

n
Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 7i	 M.4A,"	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 t!~	' r)	 Date/time :	 7IC/Y l: tissi



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-208

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF AGOURA HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

• will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Agoura Hills.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

S



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-209

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF AGOURA HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
.describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Agoura Hills drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Agoura Hills submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Agoura Hills.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-210

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF AGOURA HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Agoura Hills.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # S

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Alhambra, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Alhambra's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 46 .9% and 53% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 35 .4% for 1995 and 43 .2% for the year 2000 . The City subsequently
submitted information to increase the year 2000 diversion projections to 50% by
expanding their commercial recycling program . With this information and the removal
of restricted wastes, the City's projects to achievement the 1995 and the year 2000
mandated goals.

The City of Alhambra has selected to continue the existing residential curbside
collection program, expand their in-house recycling program, and expand the pilot
recycling program for apartments . The City also plans to implement a backyard
composting program and education and technical assistance to businesses and
residents . To address the commercial sector, the City plans to implement a
franchise process that requires haulers operating in the City to implement recycling
requirements.

~aff recommend a conditional approval for the City of Alhambra's Source Reduction
d Recycling Element . As a condition, the City will confirm the City Council's

pending action to expand the commercial program in its first annual report.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•



Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #E

September 19, 1994	 Pa.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Composting Component- Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 14,442 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 14,442 tons were subtracted
from diversion and generation.

The City provided increased year 2000 diversion projections for commercial recycling
as described in a letter dated August 30, 1994 . The table below was calculated
using the revised numbers.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria

Areas of Concern : The Contingency Program contains an alternate plan to use a "yard
waste as landfill cover" program, if approved by the Board as a diversion
alternative . Yard waste diverted for use as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) may n r `
be counted as diversion in 2000 (6,573 tons) because the Board's policy on this
issue sunsets on December 31, 1997 . However, this amount was not removed from t
City's 2000 projections because, according to information provided by the City in a
letter dated August 30, 1994, other green waste diversion programs will be used if,
after 1997, the Board does not consider green waste used as ADC to be diversion .

Alhambra

Dis .

Base year 1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 55,604 20,080 75,684 42,938 37,993 80,931 39,231 44,241 83,472
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-1,140) (-1,140) 0 (-1,140) (-1,140) 0 (-1,140) (-1,140)
Scrap metals 0 (-13,302) (-13,302) 0 (-13,302) (-13,302) 0 (-13,302) (-13,302)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-14,442) (-14,442) 0 (-14,442) (-14,442) 0 (-14,442) (-14,442)

Increased commercial diversion 0 0 0 0 0 0 (-4,695) 4,695 0
Corrected Totals 55,604 5,638 61,242 42,938 23,551 66,489 34,536 34,494 69,030

Claimed diversion rates:. 26 5% 46;9% 53 .0%
Corrected diversion it 9.2%" 35 4%n 50.0%

•
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Agenda Item #°.
Page 3

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
.ptember 19, 1994

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City identified two transfer stations they are currently utilizing to reach the
mandated goals . The City also identified Puente Hills Landfill Green Waste Program
as diversion program.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Alhambra's Nondisposal Facility Element.

•TACHMENTS:

Resolution it 94-211 Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the City of

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Alhambra
Alhambra

2 :

	

Resolution # 94-212

Prepared by : Traci R . Perry Phone : 255-2311

Prepared by : Claire Miller Phone : 255-2418

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerib — Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

	

/ /tltL~ Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time :/,9&Y-70A



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-211

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ALHAMBRA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
• feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and, if
additional City repsonses are taken into account, the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
conditional approval ; and

WHEREAS, 14 CCR Section 18785 provides that the Board may
conditionally approve SRREs, and Board staff recommends that the
City's SRRE be conditionally approved ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of
Alhambra . As a condition, the City will confirm the City Council's
pending action to expand the commercial program in its first annual
report .

11



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

,.
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-212

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ALHAMBRA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Alhambra . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

13



California Integrated Waste Management Board

•

	

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # t0
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Arcadia, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Arcadia has selected numerous programs to reach and exceed the mandated
goals . The City has a race track within the city limits and recycles nearly all of
the manure generated at the race track by sending it to a mushroom farm where it is
used as fertilizer.

The City has implemented a mandatory commercial recycling program to require all
businesses to recycle at least 90% of the established recyclables identified by a
waste audit conducted by the hauler . The City also plans to expand their current
curbside collection program to include more material . The City has selected to
implement a yard waste collection program for all single family residents . The City
will provide centralized recycling bins for multi-family complexes as well . The
City has also selected an aggressive education program in which they have designed
their own logo and will be developing information to educate and change residents
and businesses behaviors on source reduction, recycling, and composting.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Arcadia's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

0ALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed x
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No° responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Composting Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,

• their first Annual report to the Board.
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•
The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials . The Total Diversion table shows diversion of 6 tons of
restricted materials, non-ferrous metals . No documentation of diversion claims for 6
tons of restricted waste types has been received . Six tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation . Staff notified the City as required by PRC Section
41801 .5 that documentation was needed to substantiate the base-year diversion claims
for these materials in a letter dated June 2, 1994 . Although diversion projection
tonnages will be altered slightly, excluding the 6 tons of restricted wastes will
not alter the City's 1990 (26 .8%), the 1995 (46 .9%) and 2000 (65 .8%) projected
diversion rates .

68,072

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

68,072

24,970

24,964

0

(-6)
0
0

(-6)

93,042 50,374

0 0

(-6) 0

0 0

0 0

(-6) 0

93,036 50,374

City of Arcadia

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Corrected Totals

Claimed diversion razes

Corrected diversion rates

1995

0
(-6)

0

0
(-6)

44,486

46.9 %

46.9%

Gen . Dis.

94,866 33,095

0 0

(-6) 0

0 0

0 0

(-6) 0

94,860 33,095

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

63,641 96,736

0 0

(-6) (-6)

0 0

0

(-6)

63,635 96,730

65 .8%

65.8%

Dis .

	

Div.

44,492

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy

	

Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives

	

X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions

	

X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation

	

X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection

	

X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collecti r
program that will operate approximately 96 days a year .

	

The County also plans
expand the education and public information program to educate all County residen
on HHW .

t5
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Staff recommend approval for the City of Arcadia's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Arcadia identified three facilities it intends to utilize to reach the
mandated goals . Those facilities, all located outside the City, are Los Angeles
Recycling Center,-Inc ., Falcon Refuse Center, and Norwalk Fertilizer Company .'

Staff recommend approval for the City of Arcadia's Nondisposal Facility Element.

Attachments

• Resolution # 94-213 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Arcadia
2 : Resolution it 94-214 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Arcadia
3 : -Resolution it 94-215 Approval

e~rrn
for the NDFE for the City of Arcadia

Prepared by : Traci R . Perry Phone : 255-2311

Reviewed by :
LEP

Lloyd Dillo Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : John Sitts Phone : 255-2422

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix
`
JN Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by :
.

Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 rf/g ,t	 % : /Oa•M
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION it 94-213

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ARCADIA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

Irwin be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Arcadia.

•



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 ..

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-214

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ARCADIA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied' with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Arcadia drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Arcadia submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 27, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Arcadia .

'S



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

2„0



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-215

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ARCADIA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Arcadia . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
•

	

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #1

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,and
the Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Artesia, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Artesia's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28 .4% and 62 .9% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 25 .4% for 1995 and 56 .4% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted
wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated
goals . Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . The
City currently has source reduction through backyard composting ; donations of
repairable and reusable items to charitable organizations . Recycling activities
include : corrugated cardboard recycling by businesses, yard waste recovery, 20/20
redemption centers, and food waste (lard) recovery for soap . New programs include:
quantity-based local user fees ; assistance with on-site composting and mulching ; at-
source separation and collection for City facilities and local businesses;
participation in regional materials recovery operations ; yard waste composting ; used
tire, construction/demolition, and white goods programs ; as well as residential
education and information programs.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Artesia's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

~~ALYSIS:

SERE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES

	

II NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommends that the City fully develop a market development strategy for
°cyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,

their first Annual Report to the Board.

Composting Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommends that the City fully develop a market development strategy for
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compost . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets, •
their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Diversion Tonnaoes . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Green (yard)
waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in 2000.
Although green waste diverted for use as ADC may count for up to 7% of the 251
diversion goal in 1995, because the Board's policy expires on December 31, 1997, it
may not be counted as diversion in 2000 . 1,250 tons were subtracted from diversion
and added to disposal.

Transformation at a facility without a SWFP was claimed as diverted . 246 tons were
subtracted from diversion and generation in 2000 and from disposal and generation in
the base year and 1995.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of ." 21 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 1,190 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 1,190 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Artesia

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Transformation

Hazardous waste
ADC

Corrected Totals

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-694)
(-411)

0

(-85)
(-1,190)

(-246)

(-21)
0

Gen . Dis.

26,416 19,772

(-694) 0

(-411) 0

0 0
(-85) 0

(-1,190) 0

(-246) (-246)

(-21) (-21)
0 0

24,959 19,505

1995

Div.

7,844

(-694)

(-411)
0

(-85)
(-1,190)

0

0
0

6,654

Gen . Dis.

27,616 10,718

(-694) 0
(-411) 0

0 0

(-85) 0

(-1,190) 0

(-246) 0

(-21) (-21)
0 1,250

26,159 11,947

2000

Div.

18,152

(-694)
(-411)

0
(-85)

(-1,190)

(-246)
0

(-1,250)

15,466

(-694)

(-411)

0

(-85)
(-1,190)

(-246)

(-21)
0

23,099 3,317

0
0

0

22,832 2,127 27,413

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

28:4%

25.4%

62.995

56.4°

0

2%



Agenda Item #?

HEWE

The HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas.

HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Artesia participates in the County sponsored Household Hazardous Waste
Programs . These programs include periodic collection events, a hotline for event
information, and flyers publicizing the events . The County will implement a mobile
collection program that will operate approximately 96 days per year . In addition,
the education and public information program will be expanded for all County
residents.

Staff recommends approval for the City of Artesia's Household Hazardous Waste
•ement.

FE

The :NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE ADEQUACY Yes

	

II No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Artesia identified one facility that they may use to reach their
mandated goals . The City intends to use the Southeast Area Municipal Materials
Recovery Facility located in Santa Fe Springs.

Staff recommends approval for the City of Artesia's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution #94-216 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Artesia
2 : Resolution #94-217 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Artesia

Resolution #94-218 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Artesia

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
.

	

ptember 19, 1994

	

Page 3
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item Al
September 19, 1994	 Page.

Prepared by :	 Susan J . O'Learyc5ep-	 Phone :	 255-2667

Prepared by :	 Mitch Weiss444	 Phone :	 255-2664
-,Eo

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo 	 cX,C 	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerixtf~G(ei4)	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 ri'/., .''7AA yYla	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 744S--:"09k

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

•

	

RESOLUTION #94-216

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ARTESIA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination .from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,

• recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste used
as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in the year
2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which sunsets December
31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the jurisdiction's
diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution, the Board does not
intend to limit its ability to consider changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Artesia.

•

2la



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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•
ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-217

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF ARTESIA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Artesia drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Artesia submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Artesia.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

0
Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-218

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ARTESIA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Artesia . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #B

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Bradbury, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Bradbury identified Norwalk Fertilizer Composting Company as
their only Nondisposal facility . The City sends horse manure and yard
waste to this facility.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Bradbury's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-219

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Bradbury

Prepared by : Traci R . Perry Phone : 2552.311_

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by :
I

4

,

_aJ4/MY\&Ar Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :

Judith J . Friedman

	

. T
SY

~/ Date/time : IM17:00 ''''
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-219

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF BRADBURY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities ; and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Bradbury . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # ~I

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Burbank, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Burbank has a baseyear diversion rate of 23 .2 percent . The City plans
to increase that amount by 22 percent by 1995 implementing new programs and
expanding many of the programs already in-place.

The City plans to implement a backyard composting program as well as providing
technical assistance and waste audits . The City will continue its residential
curbside collection program and expand the multifamily residential program . The
City owns and operates a drop/buyback center, Burbank Recycle . The City also has an
ordinance that favors purchase of materials and supplies containing postconsumer
waste.

The City has selected to continue the diversion of yard waste collected by the
street and park department . The City will also implement a residential yard waste
collection program in conjunction with the City's conversion from manual to
automated refuse collection.

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No" .responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
taff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
cyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
their first Annual report to the Board.

4111ALYSIS:

Staff recommend approval for the City of Burbank's Source Reduction and Recycling
ement .
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #q
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Page 2

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

The City of Burbank has provided revised figures via fax on September 2, 1994, for
the 15 year waste diversion and generation projections under SRRE conditions for
1995 and 2000 . The table below was calculated using the revised figures.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Staff subtracted
684 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 6,024 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 6,024 tons were subtracted
from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of Burbank Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 131,628 45,678 177,306 101,125 92,690 193,815 86,504 113,900 200,404
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-1,740) (-1,740) 0 (-1,740) (-1,740) 0 (-1,740) (-1,740)
Scrap metals 0 (-3,818) (-3,818) 0 (-3,818) (-3,818) 0 (-3,818) (-3,818)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-466) (-466) 0 (-466) (-466) 0 (-466) (-466)

Subtotal 0 (-6,024) (-6,024) 0 (-6,024) (-6,024) 0 (-6,024) (-6,024)

Hazardous waste (-684) (-684) (-684) (-684) (-684) (-684)
Corrected Totals 130,944 39,654 170,598 100,441 86,666 187,107 85,820 107,876 193,696
Claimed diversion rates 25 .8% 47.8% 56 .8%
Corrected diversion rates 23.2% 46.3% 55.7%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas :

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X
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Page 3

The City of Burbank has developed a comprehensive HHW program that includes periodic
collection events, door-to-door collection of HHW from elderly and handicapped
residents, used motor-oil collection at the Burbank Recycle Center, education and
public information , and a load-checking program at the Burbank Landfill.

The City plans to site a permanent Household Hazardous Waste Facility . Once the
permanent facility is operational,-the City will stop conducting periodic events.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Burbank's Household Hazardous Waste Element.

NDPE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Ste City of Burbank owns and operates jointly with Smurfit, the Burbank Recyclenter . The City also identified 4 other existing materials recovery
facilities/transfer stations, that the City intends to utilize to implement the
mandated goals

Staff recommend approval for the City of Burbank's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 : Resolution it 94-220 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Burbank
2 : Resolution it 94-221 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Burbank
3 : Resolution it 94-222 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Burbank

Prepared by : Traci R .

	

Perr~~

Prepared by : Yasmin Satter yc
Reviewed by :

4v'&Eo
Lloyd Dillon

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

	

t O.. ib:'\U,Li.1

Legal Review : (J c 2

Phone : 255-2311

Phone : 255-2421

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

Date/time :

	

9 S'
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION it 94-220

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BURBANK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Burbank.

•

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-221

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE .
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BURBANK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Burbank drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Burbank submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Burbank.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-222

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF BURBANK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 409.00 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Burbank . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #RO

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Calabasas, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Calabasas t identified the Sun Valley Paper Stock as the only
nondisposal facility they utilize.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Calabasas Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-223

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of
Calabasas

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perry (	 /
'~./y

I11
	 Phone :	 255-2311

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 1`
,,y

	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	
~V ,

	 ')/t/t(q/IIVN^	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 ~ p160044
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-223

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CALABASAS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Calabasas . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #%l

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Cerritos, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Cerritos identified 7 facilities they are currently using or
may use in the future to meet the mandated goals . Currently, the City
sends green waste to the Puente Hills Landfill to be used as Alternative
Daily Cover . The other facilities listed are options for future use.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Cerritos's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-224

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Cerritos

Prepared by : Traci R . Perri L Phone :

	

255-2311

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon 4 Phone :

	

255-2303

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman ~j • jyLA24/h,UkA. Phone :

	

255-2302

Legal Review : V

	

(i Date/time :1r/rI4PI
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-224

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CERRITOS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Cerritos . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #t2.

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Commerce, Los Angeles

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Commerce has developed an unique program to reach the mandated goals.
Located in the City of Commerce is the Commerce Refuse-to-Energy Facility .

	

The
City has implemented a recycling program whereby the ash generated at the
transformation facility is chemically combined with concrete prior to being recycled
as road bed sub-base material at the Puente Hills landfill.

The City also selected to continue the curbside collection to its residents . The
City plans to provide technical assistance to the Commercial and industrial sector.
The City will recognize those businesses that recycle large quantities by giving
plaques at City Council meetings . The City also plans to award all businesses that
recycle . The City will also enact a policy encouraging the purchase and utilization
of products containing recycled materials.

Staff recommend the approval for the City of Commerce's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

'OALYSIS

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning areas of Concern

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for

cyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
their first Annual report to the Board .
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Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Because the
following corrections increase the City's projected waste generation in 2000, the
amount of transformation (at CREF) that can be counted towards the 2000 goal is
increased . Staff added 917 tons to diversion and subtracted from disposal in 2000.
In order to actually claim the diversion credit in 2000, the City must comply with
the requirements of Public Resources Code section 41783.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . Transformation at a
facility without a SWFP was included as disposal . Staff subtracted 1,802 tons from
disposal and generation.

All of the ash generated by the Commerce Refuse to Energy Facility should be
included in the City's waste generation because that facility is located in the
City . Staff added 20,192 tons to disposal and generation in the base year and to
diversion and generation in 1995 and 2000.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Staff subtract
33 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from dispot
and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 9,192 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 9,192 tons from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of concern:

A program to divert green waste for use as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) is
identified as a contingency measure .

	

Please note that although green waste
diverted for use as ADC may count for up to 7* of the 25% diversion goal in 1995,
because the Board's policy expires on December 31, 1997, it may not be counted as
diversion in 2000 .

The City's waste generation projection tables show small amounts of negative ash
disposal from 1996 through 1999 . Although negative disposal is an unclear concept,
staff believe this small amount will not affect the City's projections during the
goal years . However, the City should more accurately quantify the ash produced at
CREF in future projections .
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Commerce Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 71,881 20,784 92,665 51,885 43,205 95,090 38,641 58,969 97,610
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (4,833) (-4,833) 0 (-4,833) (-4,833) 0 (-4,833) (-4,833)
Scrap metals 0 (-4,298) (-4,298) 0 (-4,298) (4,298) 0 (-4,298) (-4,298)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-61) (-61) 0 (-61) (-61) 0 (-61) (-61)

Subtotal 0 (-9,192) (-9,192) 0 (-9,192) (-9,192) 0 (-9,192) (-9,192)

Transformation (biomass) (-1,802) 0 (-1,802) (-1,802) 0 (-1,802) (-1,802) 0 (-1,802)
Hazardous waste (-33) 0 (-33) (-33) 0 (-33) (-33) 0 (-33)
Ash 20,192 0 20,192 0 20,192 20,192 0 20,192 20,192
Transformation (to 10%) 0 0 0 0 0 0 (-917) 917 0

Corrected Totals 90,238 11,592 101,830 50,050 54,205 104,255 35,890 70,885 106,775

Claimed diversion rates 22.4% 45 .4% 60.4%
Corrected diversion rates 11.4% 52.0% 66.4%

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for . the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Commerce is intending to cooperate with the County's extensive HHW
programs which include : Periodic HHW collection events, mobile collection program,
load checking program, recycling program for HHW, and a public education and
information program.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Commerce's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

•
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Commerce identified one transfer station, Paramount Resource Recycling
Facility, they are utilizing to reach the goals . The City also proposes one
material recovery facility that the City may utilize to implement the mandated
goals.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Commerce's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1: Resolution # .94-225

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Commerce
2: Resolution # 94-226

	

Approval for the HHWE for the City of Commerce
3: Resolution # 94-227

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Commerce

Prepared by :	 Traci R. Perr !Phone :	 255-2311
Lk~

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerixt" jL .	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman("l	 ' 1 ,4! C/A!_1 .fr .,	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 (1

	

V	 yv	 Date/time :	 9($(9lf2 .30a .r,



ATTACHMENT #1

0

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-225

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COMMERCE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et, seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
* feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Commerce .

y7



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-226

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COMMERCE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Commerce drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Commerce submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 26, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Commerce.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

Uq



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-227

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF COMMERCE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Commerce . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #Va

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,and
the Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Compton, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Compton's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 27 .9% and 52 .8% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 26 .6% for 1995 and 50 .7% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted
wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated
goals . Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . The
City currently has recycling programs at the City maintenance yard, schools, grocery
stores and transfer stations . New programs include : residential curbside collection;
at-source separation program for large commercial/industrial generators ; a regional
materials recovery facility ; cooperative marketing ; educational outreach and
technical assistance ; and a green waste daily cover landfill project.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Compton's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES

	

I) NO

MI required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Green (yard)
waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in 2000 . 1430

~ns were subtracted from diversion and added to disposal .

SI
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 85 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 1830 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 1830 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

2000

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gem

105,407 50,003 55,995 105,998

0 0 0 0

(-1,388) 0 (-1,388) (-1,388)

0 0 0 0

(-442) 0 (-442) (-442)

(-1,830) 0 (-1,830) (-1,83^

(-85) (-85) (-85)

0 1,430 (-1,430) 0

103,492 51,348 52,735 104,083

Compton Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 94,812 10,009 104,821 76,049 29,358

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

. ADC
(-85)

0

(-1,388)

0

(-442)
(-1,830)

0

(-1,388)

0

(-442)

(-1,830)

(-85)
0

(-85)

0

(-1,388)

0

(-442)

(-1,830)

Corrected Totals 94,727 8,179 102,906 75,964 27,528

Claimed: diversion rates' ::

Correct ed diversion rat 26.6%

HHWE

The HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas .

HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No II HHWE ADEQUACY

	

I Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X
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The City of Compton participates in the County sponsored Household Hazardous Waste
Programs . These programs include periodic collection events, a hotline for event
information, and flyers publicizing the events . The County will implement a
mobile collection program that will operate approximately 96 days per year . In
addition, the education and public information program will be expanded for all
County residents.

Staff recommends approval for the City of Compton's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

The NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE ADEQUACY Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

he City of Compton identified nine facilities that they may use to reach their
andated goals . The facilities located inside the City include : BFI Recycling and

Transfer Station and Summit Recycling Inc . . The facilities located outside of the
City include : Bel-Art Disposal Transfer Station ; Falcon Refuse Center Inc .(BKK);
Cal-Systems Waste Recovery and Transfer Facility ; Haig's Disposal and Recycling
MRF ; Potential Industries MRF ; Western Waste Industries Inc . Transfer Station and
Puente Hills Landfill (green waste processing).

Staff recommends approval for the City of Compton's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1: Resolution #94-228 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Compton
2: Resolution #94-229 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Compton
3: Resolution #94-230 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Compton

Prepared by :	 Susan J . O'Leary	 540il	 Phone :	 255-2667

Prepared by :	 Sherrie Sala-MooreA417n .	 Phone :	 255-2649
*a

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Catherine CardozoLKL	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix	 CIA')	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 i 't w (AA .-	 Phone :	 255-2302

Illegal Review :	 El	 Date/time://̀fI) 	 ZODNl
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

•

	

RESOLUTION #94-228

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COMPTON

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be_needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,

• recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste used
as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in the year
2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which sunsets December
31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the jurisdiction's
diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution, the Board does not
intend to limit its ability to consider changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Compton.

•



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-229

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COMPTON

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Compton drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Compton submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Compton.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-230

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF COMPTON

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Compton . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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AGENDA ITEM #IY

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Covina, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Covina's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 36 .2% and 50% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and yard waste used
alternative daily cover (ADC) change these percentages to 35 .2% for 1995 and 42 .3%
for the year 2000 . Staff notified the City and asked for a confirmation that yard
waste identified in the medium-term was not going to used as ADC . Staff has not
received a response . Therefore Staff assumed that all yard waste diversion
projected for the year 2000 was used for ADC and 3,565 tons were subtracted from
diversion and added to disposal . This deduction of yard waste changes the projected
diversion from 50% to 42 .3% in the year 2000 . For this reason, staff is
recommending the City of Covina receive a Notice of Deficiency based on yard waste
used as ADC in the year 2000.

The City of Covina plans to implement a variety of programs to reach the mandated
goals . In the short-term planning period, the City plans to implement curbside
recycling for the residential sector and a mobile/stationary drop-off collection
system for multifamily dwellers who do not have recycling pick-up . The City also
lans to implement an on-site and mulching program.

e City has planned a number of educational programs . To address the residential
sector, the City plans to develop a bilingual campaign to include public awareness
and participation in diversion programs . The City will develop school curricula
that educates students of source reduction, recycling and composting . The City also
plans to target large generators to encourage them to reduce or recycle their
wastes . Waste audits will be conducted on certain businesses and the results
publicized.

Staff recommend disapproval for the City of Covina's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element based on green waste used as ADC in the medium-term that result in
projections that fall below 50* mandated goal.

ANALYSIS:
SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2

995

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses :

	

•
Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Market development was not fully developed in the SRRE . Staff
recommends that the City work with CIWMB staff to develop a market development
strategy for recyclables . Staff recommends that the Board require the City include
their strategy, along with changes in markets, in their first Annual report to the
Board.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate economic conditions and flexibility . Staff recommends
that the Board require the City include the evaluation of their funding
mechanisms, identifying any changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report
to. the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . The City said that
green (yard) waste would be used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) but did not
provide documentation on the amount of ADC claimed as diverted in 1995 and 2000.
Green waste diverted for use as ADC may be counted towards 7% of the 25% diversion
goal in 1995, as stated in the Board's ADC Policy . The Board's policy expires on
December 31, 1997 and ADC may not be counted as diversion in 2000 . The City does
not project it will exceed 7% diversion (4,795 tons) of green waste in 1995.
Because the SWGS is unclear about the amount of yard waste diversion projected f
2000 for ADC, and because there was no clarification from the City to the contra.
3,565 tons of yard waste were subtracted from diversion and added to disposal in
2000.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Therefore 82
tons of commercial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 1,066 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 1,066 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

Area of concern:

The composting contingency plan states mulch or wood chips may be used for refuse
derived fuel (RDF) . Waste sent to facilities which do not have a Solid Waste
Facilities Permit is not considered to be disposed and should not be included in
disposal tonnages .

•
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•

Covina Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 55,474 9,944 65,418 44,448 25,193 69,641 36,906 36,918 73,824

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-57) (-57) 0 (-57) (-57) 0 (-57) (-57)

Scrap metals 0 (-971) (-971) 0 (-971) (-971) 0 (-971) (-971)

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-38) (-38) 0 (-38) (-38) 0 (-38) (-38)

Subtotal 0 (-1,066) (-1,066) 0 (-1,066) (-1,066) 0 (-1,066) (-1,066)

Hazardous Waste (-82) (-82) (-82) (-82) (-82) (-82)

ADC 0 0 0 5,075 (-5,075) 0

Corrected Totals 55,392 8,878 64,269 44,366 24,127 68,492 41,899 30,777 72,675

Claimed diversion rates 15 .2% 36.2% 50.0%

Corrected diversion rates , 13.8% 35.2% 42.3%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection
program that will operate approximately 96 days a year .

	

The County also plans to
expand the education and public information program to educate all County residents
on HHW.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Covina's Household Hazardous Waste
4lement.
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NDFE

	

•
This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City identified five nondisposal facilities they are using or may plan to use in
the future . Currently the City sends green waste to Spadra Landfill to be used as
Alternative Daily Cover and sends all of its commingled recyclables collected from
single-family residences and multi-family residents to CVT Materials Recovery and
Transfer Facility.

Staff recommends an approval for the City of Covina's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-231

	

Disapproval for the SRRE
2 :

	

Resolution # 94-232

	

Approval for the HHWE for
3 :

	

Resolution # 94-233

	

Approval for the NDFE for

for the City of Covina
the City of Covina
the City of Covina

Prepared by : Traci R . Perrv?A Phone : 255-2311

Prepared by : Barbara Baker

	

CX c 64') Phone : 255-2655

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon
U

	

:FA Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman-

	

~/(l~ (Cif'3~1% (t Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : < Date/time : 9/// ?Vc'0 'h
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ATTACHMENT #1

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION it 94-233

FOR CONSIDERATION OF DISAPPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COVINA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

• identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste used
as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in the year
2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which sunsets December
31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the jurisdiction's
diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution, the Board does not
intend to limit its ability to consider changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff subtracted
yard waste used as ADC in the year 2000 and subsequently adjusted the
projected diversion percentages ; and

WHEREAS, this adjustment resulted in the aforementioned jurisdiction's
diversion projections fall short of the year 2000 mandated diversion
goal ; and

•
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby disapproves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Covina due to
the adjusted projection levels falling short of the mandated diversion
goals, and directs staff to draft Notices of Deficiencies which
identify the measures to be taken to rectify the discrepancies and
details a timeline for doing so.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-232

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF COVINA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Covina drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Covina submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 27, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Covina.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting .of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

. Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-233

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF COVINA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;

. and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Covina . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•

b5



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #V5

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Culver City, Los
Angeles County.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No

	

II N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

-Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Culver City identified 11 facilities they are currently using . The City
owns and operates the City of Culver City Transfer/Recycling Station . The
City also listed other facilites outside the jurisdiction . Most of the
facilites listed outside the juridictions do not require a solid waste
facilities permit.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Culver City's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-234

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Culver
City

Prepared by : Traci R . Perrve

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :

Phone : 255-2311

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2302

Date/time :	 9/1/5r 7:o6
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-234

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CULVER CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Culver City.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 10

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,and
the Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Downey, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Downey's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 32% and 50 .4% for the year
2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these percentages to
30 .6% for 1995 and 47 .8% for the year 2000 . The removal of restricted wastes
results in the projected achievement of the 1995 mandate and substantial compliance
with the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

Achieving the goals for the City of Downey involves a variety of programs . The City
has sponsored hauler collection of recyclables from residences for over 15 years,
via the Downey At-home-Recycling Team . Additional programs currently in place
include : municipal tree trimming collection ; corrugated cardboard collection ; white
goods diversion program ; California Redemption Centers ; and a City sponsored office
paper and aluminum recovery program.

New programs include : at-source separation and collection of recyclables at all City
facilities and businesses ; multi-family collection ; the development and
implementation of various supportive policies ; at-source collection and self-haul
rop-off green waste collection program ; decentralized preprocessing and material

rage facilities ; yard waste composting ; used tire program ; construction, and a
olition waste program.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Downey's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No° responses:

arming Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommends that City fully develop a market development strategy for

•
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recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in market.
in their first Annual report to the Board.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

Industrial hazardous waste is not defined as "normally
disposed of ." 129 tons of industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from baseyear
disposal and generation, 214 tons of hazardous waste were subtracted from 1995
disposal and generation, and 220 tons were subtracted from 2000 disposal and
generation.

Year 2000 Diversion Correction . Typographical error in SWGS diversion summary Table
4-5 in the amount of 4,000 tons was subtracted from both diversion and generation
for the year 2000, as confirmed by the City in a FAX letter dated 8-17-94.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 2,413 tons of
restricted wastes has been received . 2,413 tons were subtracted from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets SWGS criteria and substantially complies with the
diversion mandates.

Downey

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Industrial Hazardous Waste

Diversion Error Correction

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-696)

(-1,093)

0

(-624)

(-2,413)

Gen . Dis.

119,481 83,560

(-696) 0

(-1,093) 0

0 0

(-624) 0

(-2,413) 0

(-129) (-214)

0 0

116,939 83,346

1995

Div.

39,240

(-696)

(-1,093)
0

(-624)
(-2,413)

0

0

36,827

Gen . Dis.

122,800 62,689

(-696) 0

(-1,093) 0

0 0

(-624) 0

(-2,413) 0

(-214) (-220)

0 0

120,173 62,469

Original Claim

Corrected Totals

99,589 19,892

(-129)

0

0

0

17,479

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

63,628

(-696)

(-1,093)

0

(-624)
(-2,413)

0

(-4000)

(-696)

(-1,093)
0

(-624)
(-2,413)

126,317

(4000)

(-220)

57,215 119,684

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates ;
16 .7.%

14:9%

ci32%

30.6%

50.4%

47.8%

99,460
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HEWS

The HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas:

HHWE ADEQUACY Yes
II

No
II

HHWE ADEQUACY II Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X
Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X
Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X
Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Downey participates in the County sponsored Household Hazardous Waste
Programs . These programs include periodic collection events, a hotline for event
information, and flyers publicizing the events . The County will implement a mobile
collection program that will operate approximately 96 days per year . In addition,
the education and public information program will be expanded for all County
residents.

Staff recommends approval for the City of Downey's Household Hazardous Waste
~ment.

NDFE

The NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE ADEQUACY Yes II No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Downey identified fourteen facilities that may be used to reach their
mandated goals . The facilities located within the City is the Cal-Systems Waste
Recovery and Transfer Facility . The facilities located outside the City include:
CR&R Waste Recovery and Transfer Facility ; /Cal-Systems Cal-Blend Composting
Facility ; Red Star Fertilizer ; Puente Hills Materials Recovery Facility ; Puente
Hills Landfill (green waste processing) ; Recyc Inc . ; Recycled Wood Products ; Best-
Way Recycling ; Paramount Resource Recovery Facility ; Western Waste Transfer Station;
Waste Recovery and Recycling Inc . ; Southeast Area Municipal Materials Recovery
Facility ; and Bel-Art Transfer Station and Recycling Center.

410ff recommends approval for the City of Downey's Nondisposal Facility Element.
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ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution #94-235 Approval for
2 :

	

Resolution #94-236 Approval for
3 :

	

Resolution #94-237 Approval for

the
the
the

SRRE
HHWE
NDFE

for
for
for

the
the
the

City of Downey
City of Downey
City of Downey

Phone : 255-2667Prepared by : Susan J . O'Leary

Prepared by : Becky Shumwav fl_ ' Phone : 255-2649

Reviewed by :
(\~)

Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Catherine Car ozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

	

2 )-/:' Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : 067'rr.-',9Ati
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

•

	

RESOLUTION #94-235

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF DOWNEY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Downey.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

)2



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-236

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF DOWNEY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Downey drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Downey submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Downey.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

S
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-237

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF DOWNEY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Downey . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler410 Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #\1

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element, Nondisposal Facility Element, and Household Hazardous
Waste Element for the City of El Segundo, Los Angeles County.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of El Segundo's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 28% and 58 .1% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted' wastes change these
percentages to 23 .3% for 1995 and 55 .6% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted wastes results in a shortfall of the 1995 mandated goal of 25% while the
year 2000 diversion goal of 50% is achieved.

Staff recommends disapproval of the City of El Segundo's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element because the Final document does not meet statutory or regulatory
requirements as follows . The document does not describe the volume-to-tonnage
amount conversion factors used to determine base year generation ; does not include
criteria for evaluating all alternatives ; lacks a detailed description of the
coordination between the City and program implementors for the planning,
implementation and monitoring of programs ; does not include all of the statutory and
regulatory required information identified in the Board's May 20, 1991 letter to the
City on the Preliminary Draft SRRE ; and funding for the City's monitoring,
evaluation and public information/education programs is not sufficient.

The source reduction activities existing in the City of El Segundo include : use of

O
le-sided copiers ; use of coffee mugs in company cafeterias with free refills;

ernatives to polystyrene packaging ; and the use of mulching mowers . Recycling
programs include : six dropoff centers ; buyback centers ; curbside salvaging ; and
commercial and industrial recycling . Asphalt that is generated within the City is
recycled and sold to cities for pavement rehabilitation projects.

Source reduction programs that the City anticipates include : A grass clipping
program for householders ; a waste reduction manual for businesses ; and waste audits
for all businesses over 100 employees . Recycling programs will include : drop-off
centers ; buyback centers ; curbside salvaging ; commercial/industrial collection ; and
multi-family residential collection . The special waste program that the City
intends to offer include : construction/demolition and tire information diversion
programs.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

leets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

pis
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

Areas of Concern:

Staff sent a letter (May 20, 1991) to the City of El Segundo with comments on their
Preliminary Draft SRRE . The letter identifies statutory and regulatory requirements
as well as suggested improvements for the SRRE . The majority of these comments were
not responded to by the City.

For each component in the SRRE, the alternatives were not adequately evaluated.
Criteria for evaluating alternatives was inconsistent and did not comply with 14 CCR
Section 18733 .3.

Virtually all of the City programs are to be planned and implemented by private or
nonprofit operators . The City proposes to conduct some public information and
education programs as well as monitor on an annual basis all programs occurring in
the City . Staff is concerned that the document does not provide agreements or
detailed descriptions of the coordination between the City and the program
implementors nor that it adequately identifies responsibilities and the need for the
exchange of information . Further, the City did not include any programs for the
medium-term planning period.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
Staff's specific concerns are in the evaluation of the funding mechanisms and the
identification of changes in funding sources.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Accuracy of Data . The SWGS did not contain the conversion factors and assumptions
which were used to calculate disposal tonnages and volumes, or the references for
these conversion factors . Board staff asked for the conversion factors in the
Board's May 1991 SRRE comments . Without conversion factors, staff is unable to
determine the base year generation from which achievement of the 25% and 50%
mandated diversion goals is measured . Staff will be prepared to discuss this issue
at the Planning Committee meeting . Note : staff received conversion factors from the
City on September 7, 1994.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 8,807 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 8,807 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation .



1995
Dis .

	

Div.
105,375 40,885

(-8,355)
(-425)

0
(-27)

(-8,807)

105,375 32,078

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
•ptember 19, 1994

El Segundo

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Agenda Item K
Page 3

Gen. Dis.
146,260 64,407

(-8,355) 0
(-425) 0

0 0
(-27) 0

(-8,807) 0

137,453 64,407

Base year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 134,435 11,817 146,252

(-8,355)
(-425)

0
(-27)

(-8,807)

(-8,355)
(-425)

0
(-27)

(-8,807)

Corrected Totals 134,435 3,010 137,445

2000

Div.
89,313 153,721

(-8,355)
(-425)

0
(-27)

(-8,807)

(-8,355)
(-425)

0
(-27)

(-8,807)

80,506 144,913
Claimed` diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates 22%

28 0%
23.3%

58
.

! 55 .6%

is HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
r the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy I Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of El Segundo sponsors "Flammable/Hazardous Liquids Disposal Day" for
residents of the City . This day is scheduled in mid-spring to coincide with spring
cleanup week . The program is organized and funded by the City Public Works
Department and held at the City Maintenance Facility . Arrangements are made with a
contract hazardous waste firm to provide staff, disposal containers, packing and
transport services for the collected wastes . Other HHW programs actively used by
El Segundo residents include : a video and speakers bureau ; used oil recycling ; safe
alternatives for household products program ; and the County HHW program.

Staff recommends approval for the City of El Segundo's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

I
Ill
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas (explain any "No" answers):

NDFE Adequacy Yes

	

II No N/A

Facility descriptions . within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of El Segundo identified six facilities that may be used to reach their
mandated goals . The facilities are all located outside of El Segundo and include:
Western Waste Transfer Station ; Haig's Disposal Materials Recovery Facility ; BKK
Falcon Refuse Center ; Waste Transfer and Recycling Facility ; American Waste-Systems
Transfer Station ; and BFI's Central Los Angeles Recyclery.

Staff recommends approval for the City of El Segundo's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution #94-238

	

Disapproval for the SRRE for the City of El
Segundo

2: Resolution #94-239

	

Approval for the HHWE for the City of El Segundo
3: Resolution #94-240

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of El Segundo

Prepared by :	 Susan J . O'Learv
//

S S t 	 Phone :	 255-2667

Prepared by :	 Barbara Baked	 Phone :	 255-2655

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Catherine CardozoaN	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekeri44	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 ewty,,,



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-238

FOR CONSIDERATION OF DISAPPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF EL SEGUNDO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which includes all of
the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

.WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling ; and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, the Board staff found
that the plan projects a diversion rate of only 23 .3% for the year
1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the document does not describe the volume-to-tonnage amount
conversion factors used to determine base year generation ; does not
include criteria for evaluating all alternatives ; lacks a detailed
description of the coordination between . the City and program
implementors for the planning, implementation and monitoring of
programs ; does not include all of the statutory and regulatory
required information identified in the Board's May 20, 1991 letter to
the City in the Preliminary Draft SRRE ; and funding for the City's
monitoring, evaluation and public information/education programs does
not appear sufficient ; the City did not include programs for the
medium-term planning period ; and the SRRE does not describe the
expansion or addition of programs that will be implemented to reach

• the 25% mandated goal ; and

'19



WHEREAS, Based on the above, Board staff recommends disapproval of the
City of El Segundo's Source Reduction and Recycling Element.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby disapproves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of El Segundo and
directs staff to draft a Notice of Deficiency to the jurisdiction.
The notice will identify the measures to be taken to rectify the
deficiencies and a timeframe for doing so.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
Executive Director

•



•

•

ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-239

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF EL SEGUNDO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of El Segundo drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations; and

WHEREAS, The City of El Segundo submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of El Segundo.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

St



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-240

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF EL SEGUNDO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of El Segundo . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

a,
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #\~

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Gardena, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfers Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Gardena identified twenty nondisposal facilities they are
currently using or plan to use in the future . Currently the City uses BFI
Recycling and Transfer Station, Puente Hills landfill, Western Waste
Industries Inc . Transfer Station, Bel-Art Disposal Transfer Station, Falcon
Refuse Center, Inc ., and Amercian Waste Inc ./Action Transfer Centers, Inc.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Gardena's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-241

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Gardena

Prepared by :	 Traci R. PerryPhone:	 255-2311

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 (M	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 S.1	 .lL	 elAd2t–,	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 U	 e-e,	 Date/time :J/f/7Y7 'f74a,
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-241

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF GARDENA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Gardena . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 31, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #V9

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Glendale, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Glendale's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 31 .7% and 50 .2% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 30 .7% for 1995 and 49 .5% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted wastes results in the projected achievement of the 1995 mandate and
substantial compliance with the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City has selected several programs to meet the mandated goals . The City will
continue its residential curbside collection, multi-family collection, and yard
waste collection programs . The City will expand the current office paper recovery
program to include all City divisions and facilities . The City has selected to
establish drop-off centers, buy-back centers, and a voluntary commercial collection
program . The City will also implement a construction and Demolition program . In
the medium-term, the City will also participate with a material recovery facility
located at the Scholl Canyon Landfill.

e City has selected an educational program that educates the citizens regarding
urce reduction, recycling, and composting . The City will also utilize public

service announcements, local media, and a speakers bureau . Waste audits, technical
assistance to businesses, and recognition awards will also be developed by the City.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Glendale's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . Documentation of diversion claims was submitted, but the
documentation for 5,127 tons of restricted waste types did not meet the required
criteria . No additional documentation to substantiate this diversion has been
submitted . Staff subtracted 5,127 tons from diversion and generation.

Areas of concern:

It is not clear from the discussions in the Composting Component whether diversion
of yard waste will be achieved through its use as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) in
the future . Please note that green waste diverted for use as ADC may count for up
to 7% of the 25% diversion goal in 1995, however, because the Board's policy
(attached) expires on December 31, 1997, it may not be counted as diversion in 2000.
Board staff received a letter, dated September 7, 1994, which states that the City
does not intend to claim diversion credit for ADC to an extent greater than the
Board allows . The City plans to include in its first annual report, information
regarding how the City intends to meet its goals, in light of the ADC policy.

GLENDALE Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 305,420 44,961 350,381 254,430 118,088
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

(-2,790)

(-2,080)

0

(-257)

(-5,127)

(-2,790)

(-2,080)

0

(-257)

(-5,127)

(-2,790)

(-2,080)

0

(-257)

(-5,127)

Corrected Totals 305,420 39,834 345,254 254,430 112,961

Gen . Dis.

372,518 194,977

(-2,790) 0

(-2,080) 0

0 0

(-257) 0

(-5,127) 0

367,391 194,977

2000

	

II

Div .

	

Gen.

196,543 391,520

191,416 386,393

(-2,790)

(-2,080)

0

(-257)

(-5,127)

(-2,790)

(-2,080)

0
(-257)

(-5,127)

Claimed' diversion rates`

Corrected diversion rates
128%

11 .5%'
31 :7%

30,7%
50.2%

49.5%

8b
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Glendale identified the utilization of two facilities . The first
facility is an existing material recovery facility named community Recycling and
Resource Recovery, Inc . The second is a proposed material recovery facility located
at Scholl Canyon Landfill.

Staff recommend the approval for the City of Glendale's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1: Resolution # 94-242

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Glendale
2: Resolution # 94-243

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Glendale

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perrv i 	Phone:	 255-2311

Prepared by :	 Nancy Carr	 Phone :	 255-2418
/EP'

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerixtic(~7N )	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman!--:/--/.APhone :	 255-2302

Date/time :	 /Oil 	 2--s-2jsi

•

Legal Review :

8'7



ATTACHMENT #1

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-242

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767'
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all

ill
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 501 by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Glendale .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

$q
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-243

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Glendale . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately'
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

q0



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 10

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Glendora, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Glendora has identified a number of source reduction, recycling, and
composting programs to achieve the waste reduction goals of AB 939 . The City
projects a diversion rate of 33 .4% by 1995 and 50 .3% by 2000 . The corrected SRRE
diversion rates are 33 .2% for 1995 and 50 .2% for 2000.

The City currently operates a residential curbside collection program and proposed a
multifamily collection program. A pilot yard waste collection program is also in
operation . Proposed programs identified in the SRRE include quantity-based local
user fees, on-site composting and mulching, and waste evaluations . The City plans
to expand the curbside collection program, and implement multi-family collection and
at-source separation for businesses . The education and public information program
highlights promotional campaigns for the residential and nonresidential sectors and
development of school curricula.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Glendora's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

YSIS:

RE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES ( NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No° responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,

their first Annual report to the Board.

	 ding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
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The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Sixty tons of
commercial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and generation.

The City is required to demonstrate that each specific waste type claimed for
diversion was normally disposed in a permitted disposal facility used by the
jurisdiction . The disposal amount of a waste type claimed for diversion shall be at
least .001% of the jurisdiction's total disposed waste stream . The City did not
demonstrate that bi-metal containers and refillable glass were "normally disposed
of ." Six tons were subtracted from diversion and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 202 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 202 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Area of Concern:

Green waste diverted for use as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) is limited to 7% o.
the 25% diversion goal in 1995, as stated in the Board's ADC Policy . The Board's
policy expires on December 31, 1997, and ADC may not be counted as diversion in
2000 . The City did not provide documentation on the amount of ADC to be used in
1995 and 2000 . The City provided a letter, dated August 31, 1994, that states the
City will not exceed 4,000 tons of green waste for ADC in 1995, which is less than
7* allowed, and will not claim ADC after 1997.

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div.

46,200 8,819

(-61)

(-94)
0

(-47)
(-202)

(-6)

(-60)

46,140 8,611

GLENDORA

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Not normally disposed of materials

Hazardous Waste

Corrected Totals

55,019 38,227

(-61) 0

(-94) 0

0 0

(-47) 0

(-202) 0

(-6)

(-60) (-60)

54,751 38,167

19,151

(-61)

(-94)
0

(-47)
(-202)

(-6)

18,943

Gen . Dis.

57,378 29,593

(-61) 0

(-94) 0

0 0

(-47) 0

(-202) 0

(-6)

(-60) (-60)

57,110 29,533

29,961

(-61)

(-94)
0

(-47)
(-202)

(-6)

29,753

59,554

(-61)

(-94)
0

(-47)

(-202)

(-6)
(-60)

59,286

1995 2000

Div.

Claimed :divesion rates

Corrected .: divenion rates

6-:O% .

15.7%

33.4%

33.2% 50.29E
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy I. Yes II No , N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City currently does not utilize any transfer stations, materials recovery
facilities, or yard composting facilities as nondisposal facilities during the
short-term planning period . The City has identified three compost/mulching
facilities, one MRF, and one green waste processing operation at a landfill as
potential nondisposal facilities, all located outside the city.

Staff recommends approval of the City's Nondisposal Facility Element.

•TACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-206

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Glendora
2 :

	

Resolution # 94-207

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Glendora

Prepared by : Sharron L . Leaon "

	

~__4•' . Phone : 255-2666

Prepared by : Barbara Baker Phone : 255-2655
'KILtbD

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo C A L Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix cx C I~w) Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman /

	

7

	

. ; /t•1'Cl. . Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : 1 th y
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-206

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GLENDORA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management .of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

.WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Glendora.

•

qy



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

q5



•

ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-207

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF GLENDORA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Glendora . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

COO



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 12%

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Hawaiian Gardens, Los
Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Hawaiian Gardens plans to implement several programs to meet the
mandated diversion goals . Some of these programs include on-site composting and
mulching activities, curbside collection of separated materials (single and
multifamily residences), at-source separation and collection of recyclables,
backyard composting, self-haul yard waste collection and composting, and several
various supportive policies such as procurement guidelines, business permit
requirements, zoning ordinances and building code changes . Education programs such
as residential and nonresidential promotional campaigns, school curricula
development, and representative waste evaluations are scheduled to be implemented.

Staff found the SRRE content to be adequate but after adjusting the base year data
for excluded waste types, the year 1995 diversion projection fell to 24 .3 percent.
The year 2000 diversion projection remained above the required diversion rate,
falling only to 51 .4 percent . Since the projected 1995 diversion falls within the

its of substantial compliance with the mandated goals, staff recommend approval
the City of Hawaiian Gardens Source Reduction and Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES

	

(I NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No° responses:

e SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are

11116

ted in the following table .
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item #2.
	Paget)September 19, 1994

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 9 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 153 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 153 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

2000
Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
14,126 7,566 8,129 15,695

0 0 0 0
(-73) 0 . (-73) (-73)

0 0 0 0
(-80) 0 (-80) (-80)

(-153) 0 (-153) (-15'

(-9) (-9) (-9)
13,964 7,548 7,976 15,524

Hawaiian Gardens Base year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
1995

Dis.

	

Div.
Original Claim 11,780 936 12,716 10,577 3,549
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous waste

0
(-73)

0
(-80)

(-153)

0
(-73)

0
(-80)

(-153)

(-9) (-9)

0
(-73)

0
(-80)

(-153)

Corrected Totals 11,771 783 12,554 3,39610,568

Claimed. diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

7.4%a
6.2%

25"
24.3%

51 .8 %
51.4%

BMWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas :

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy

	

II Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

S
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The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes initially
periodic Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information,
and flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile
collection program that will operate approximately 96 days a year . The County also
plans to expand the education and public information program to educate all County
residents on HHW.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Hawaiian Gardens Household Hazardous
Waste Element.

NDFE

Sections 18752 et . seq.This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

-e City of Hawaiian Gardens does not have a nondisposal facility located in their
jurisdiction ; however, they did identify three located outside their jurisdiction.
These include the existing Southeast Area Municipal Materials Recovery Facility and
Haig's Material Recovery Facility, and the proposed Cal-Systems Material Recovery
and Transfer Facility.

Staff recommend the City of Hawaiian Gardens Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :Resolution # 94-244 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Hawaiian Gardens
2 :Resolution # 94- 245 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Hawaiian Gardens
3 :Resolution # 94- 246 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Hawaiian Gardens

r
Prepared by : Tabetha Yandell

Prepared by : Yasmin Satter

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

Reviewed by : Catherine Car

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix t!pLC (qv)

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 A2-1,({AM-"

gal Review :

Phone : 255-2659

Phone : 255-2421

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2656

Phone : 255-2670

Phone : 255-2302

Date/time :	 0/f~



ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94- 244

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

•WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Hawaiian
Gardens .

t W



a,CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
'September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #'Z2

ITEM:

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Hidden Hills, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Hidden Hills has targeted a number of source reduction, recycling, and
composting programs designed to achieve the waste reduction goals of the Integrated
Waste Management Act of 1989 . The City's projected diversion rates are 36 .1% for
1995 and 53 .4% for 2000 . The corrected SRRE diversion rates are 34 .7W for 1995 and
52 .4% for 2000.

The City is a low density community that is approximately 1 .6 square miles . It is
an almost exclusively residential area with one business and one elementary school
within the gated community . The City recently signed franchise agreements with its
two private waste haulers, which will give the City more control over its waste
stream and over the waste reduction programs to be implemented . The City has
targeted the following new programs : a backyard composting program, dropoff centers

r recyclables, and citywide residential collection of yard waste and manure.
'cation programs will include those for the residential and government sectors.

Staff recommends that the Committee approve the Source Reduction and Recycling
Element for the City of Hidden Hills.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any °No° responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual report to the Board.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 125 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 125 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
5,099 637 5,736 3,114

(-125)
0
0
0

(425)

(425)
0
0
0

(-125)

(-125)
0
0
0

(-125)

5,099 512 5,611 2,989

HIDDEN HILLS

Original Claim
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Dis .

	

Div.

(-125)
0
0
0

(-125)

1995

Gen. Dis.
5,779 2,719

(-125) 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

(-125) 0

5,654 2,719

2000

(-125)
0
0
0

(-125)

Corrected Totals

3,692 2,087

3,692 1,962

Div .

	

Gem

5,833

5,708

Claimed diversion razes

Corrected diversion rates
36.1%

34.7%
53 .4%

52.4%



ATTACHMENT It 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94- 245

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Hawaiian Gardens drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Hawaiian Gardens submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 27, 1994, and

• the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Hawaiian Gardens.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
. Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-246

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Hawaiian Gardens.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994 and September 22,
1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director .0
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•
MI1E

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

II No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City will participate in Los Angeles County's countywide HHW program, which
includes periodic collection events, education and public information, and load
checking programs at landfills . The City will augment the County-sponsored HHW
programs by assisting with local publicity for collection events.

Staff recommends approval of the City's Household Hazardous Waste Element.

NDFE

1s NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
r the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy .

	

II Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

There are no state permitted nondisposal facilities existing or planned in the City
nor does the City use a state permitted facility outside the jurisdiction . Staff
spoke to the City and they stated that the waste is sent to a nonpermitted facility.

Staff recommends approval of the City's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 94-200 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Hidden Hills
2 : Resolution it 94-201 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Hidden Hills
3 : Resolution # 94-202 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Hidden Hills

s
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Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo 'v:j
I

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix "_` N-

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 9-4,t.PA41Yxe

Legal Review :	 (,

Agenda Item #2
Page 4

•
Phone : 255-2666

Phone : 255-2420

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2656

Phone : 255-2670

Phone :	 2
/
55- ~

G
2302

Date/time :q/~(7/7' 	!izs?
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Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994

Prepared by : Sharron L . Leann . A1(.

Prepared by : Becky Shumwair
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION * 94-200

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all* WHEREAS,
source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25t by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board, hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Hidden Hills .

tba



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-201

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Hidden Hills.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler•
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-202

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Hidden Hills drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations; and

WHEREAS, The City of Hidden Hills submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Hidden Hills .

t1`



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

Planning and Assistance Committee

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #22

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of
the Source Reduction and Recycling Element, Household
Hazardous Waste Element and Nondisposal Element for the City
of Huntington Park, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Huntington Park's Source Reduction and Recycling Element's (SRRE's)
plan to achieve the solid waste disposal reduction mandates of 25% by
1995 and 50% by the year 2000 . Several significant programs and/or
projects being implemented and/or planned by Huntington Park to
achieve the goals include : mobile and stationary buyback and dropoff
centers ; a materials recovery facility (MRF) ; a self-haul yardwaste
composting program, and the hiring of a public information/recycling
specialist.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Huntington Park SRRE.

O1ALYSIS:

SRRE ADEQUACY FOR THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK

	

I YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No n responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in
tonnage are listed in the following table.

•
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Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate.
Transformation at a facility without a SWFP was included in 2000
diversion amounts . 759 tons were subtracted from diversion and
generation . Green (yard) waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC)
was claimed as diverted in 2000 . 980 tons were subtracted from diversion
and added to disposal.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate.
Transformation at a facility without a SWFP was included in the 1995
disposal amounts . 754 tons in 1995 were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" .

	

126
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials .. No documentation of diversion claims for 990 tons
of restricted waste types has been received . 990 tons were subtracted
from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

Huntington Park Base year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 65,425 8,061 73,486 50,196 23,785 73,981 33,590 40,891 74.481
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Scrap metals 0 (-704) (-704) 0 (-704) (-704) 0 (-704) (-704)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-286) (-286) 0 (-286) (-286) 0 (-286) (-286)

Subtotal 0 (-990) (-990) 0 (-990) (-990) 0 (-990) (-990)

Hazardous Waste (-126) 0 (-126) (-126) 0 (-126) (-126) 0 (-126)
Transformation 0 0 0 (-754) 0 (-754) 0 (-759) (-759)
ADC 0 0 0 0 0 0 980 (-980) 0

Corrected Totals 65,299 7,071 72,370 49,316 22,795 72,111 34,444 38,162 72,606
Claimed diversion rates 11 .0% .32.2% 54 .9%
Corrected diversion rates i9.8% 31.6% .

	

' 52.6%

•
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HEWS

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750
et . seq . for the following areas :.

HHWE Adequacy for Huntington
Park

Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

Huntington Park has been and will continue to cooperate with the Los
Angeles Department of Public Works and County Sanitation Districts to
reduce and dispose of household hazardous waste through : periodic
collection events ; a education and public information program ; and a
load-checking program at the landfills.

Saff recommends approval of the City of Huntington Park HHWE.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

ADEQUACY FOR THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK

	

If Yes

	

I No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Huntington Park's NDFE describes two transfer stations . The
South Gate Transfer Station accepts construction and demolition waste,
industrial waste, leaves and clippings, and mixed municipal waste . The
Western Waste Industries Transfer Station accepts cardboard, metals,
green waste, wood, demolition waste and mixed municipal waste.

taff recommends approval of the City of Huntington Park NDFE .
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ATTACffiMENTS :

1 ;Resolution #94-247, Approval for the SRRE for the City of Huntington
Park.
2 .Resolutions #94-248, Approval for the HHWE .for the City of Huntington
Park.
3 .Resolutions #94-249, Approval for the NDFE for the City of Huntington
Park.

Prepared by :JCevin TayloY Phone : 255-2310

Prepared by :Sherrie Sala-8pierhone : 255-2649

Reviewed by :Toni Gallowa hone : 255-2653

Reviewed by :Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656

Reviewed by :L,orraine Van Kekeril Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by :Judith Friedma  Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 7/$n? r./G/f*, •
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-247

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARR

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities when developing and implementing
integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

• WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible'source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste used
as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in the year
2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which sunsets December
31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the jurisdiction's
diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution, the Board does not
intend to limit its ability to consider changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Huntington
Park

•
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ATTACHMENT 82

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION 11 94-248

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARR, LOS ANGELES COUNTY.

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by the city when developing
and implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Huntington Park drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Huntington Park submitted their final HHWE
to the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 18, ,
1994, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Huntington
Park .

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-249

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Huntington Park.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management . Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler

•

	

Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #2J4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Inglewood, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Inglewood Source Reduction and Recycling Element includes programs
implementing curbside recycling for both single and multifamily residences, backyard
composting, institutional/office recycling, and drop-off/buy-back centers for those
who do not have curbside available to them . To educate its citizens, the City plans
to establish a recycling coordinator position along with a recycling task force to
develop a business recognition program, schedule community events, and conduct media
advertising and releases . A school curricula including integrated waste management
is also scheduled for implementation.

Staff found the SRRE content to be adequate but after adjusting for the diversion of
excluded waste types, disposal of hazardous waste, and biomass transformation, the
City's projected 2000 diversion fell to 43 .7 percent . The City's projected 1995
diversion remained well above the required diversion rate, falling only to 29 .6
percent.

e timing and activities to divert manure and straw . from Hollywood Park Racetrack
caused the decrease in projected diversion . The race track, located in the City,
generates 39,000 tons of manure and straw per year . This represents over 25 percent
of the City's base-year (1990) generation.

According to the City's SRRE, prior to 1989 "all straw and manure was being disposed
of at permitted landfills ." Starting in late 1989 and continuing through 1990 (the
base year) almost 50 percent of the manure and straw was composted (19,500 tons),
"approximately 50 percent was sent to a transformation (biomass) facility in
Imperial County" (19,498 tons) and a small percentage was landfilled (2 tons) . In
early 1991, Hollywood Park stopped sending manure to the biomass facility and
started composting nearly all the manure and straw.

Because the material was sent to a biomass facility in the base year, it does not
count as part of the measured waste stream . Statutory and regulatory provisions
related to this include:

Public Resources Code §40120 .1 and Title 14 California Code of Regulations (14
CCR) §18720(a)(17) define disposal as the management of solid waste through
landfilling and transformation at a permitted solid waste facility.

14 CCR §18720(a)(51) defines permitted solid waste facility as "a solid waste
facility for which there exists a Solid Waste Facilities Permit ."

14 CCR §18722(g)(1) states that "the total quantity of solid waste disposed
shall include only solid waste transformed or disposed in permitted solid
waste transformation or disposal facilities ."
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14 CCR §18722(g)(2) defines diversion as "the total quantity of solid waste
. . . which is diverted from permitted solid waste transformation and disposal
facilities ."

Thus, even though the transformation of the manure and straw occurred only for a
short time including the base year, the 19,498 tons of the manure and straw that was
being sent to a transformation facility which does not have a Solid Waste Facilities
Permit is not considered to be either disposed or diverted . Because the
transformation occurred during the City's base year, this amount was subtracted from
the City's base year (1990) disposal tonnages and their 1995 and 2000 diversion
projections.

The 38,998 tons of material being landfilled prior to 1989 has been composted since
1991 . However, due to the 19,498 tons being transformed in the base year (1990) and
composted after 1991, it has not been counted as diversion in 1995 and 2000 . If the
manure had been either landfilled or composted in 1990, rather than 1/2 of it being
sent to biomass transformation, then the City's projected 2000 diversion rate of
50 .7 percent would be correct.

At the time this document went to print, staff had no recommendation on the City of
Inglewood's SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY II

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . Page 3-8 (volume
II) says 19,500 tons of manure and straw were incinerated at a biomass facility.
Documentation has been provided by the City in their letter of August 26, 1994 to
revise this amount to 19,498 tons . Contrary to statements in the SRRE, this
facility does not have a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Waste sent to
transformation facilities which are not permitted by the Board (i .e . that do note
have a Solid Waste Facilities Permit) is not considered to be either disposed or

•
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diverted, and should not be included in either diversion or disposal tonnages.
19,498 tons were subtracted from base year disposal and generation and from 1995 and
2000 diversion and generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 113 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 3,212 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 3,212 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

94,491 62,377

0 (-3,000)

0 (-44)
0 0

0 (-168)
0 (-3,212)

(-113) 0

0 (-19,498)

94,378 39,667

39.8%

29.6%

HBWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy

	

II Yes No

	

II HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

II No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Oro'

	

Selection X Funding X

Inglewood Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim

	

121,770

	

31,343 153,113

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

.

	

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Corrected Totals

	

102,159

	

28,131 130,290

Hazardous Waste
Transformation

(-113)

(-19,498)

20 .5%

21.6%

(-3,000)

(-44)
0

(-168)
(-3,212)

0

0

(-3,000)

(-44)
0

(-168)

(-3,212)

(-113)

(-19,498)

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

Gen . Dis.

156,868 77,780

(-3,000) 0

(-44) 0

0 0

(-168) 0

(-3,212) 0

(-113) (-113)

(-19,498) 0

134,045 77,667

Div .

	

Gen.

60,258

82,968 160,748

137,925

2000

(-3,000)

(-44)
0

(-168)

(-3,212)

0

(-19,498)

(-3,000)

(-44)
0

(-168)

(-3,212)

(-113)

(-19,498)

.. .51 ;6%

43.7%d
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The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes initially
periodic Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information,
and flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile
collection program and plans to expand the education and public information program
to educate all County residents on HHW.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Inglewood Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDPE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Inglewood identified one nondisposal facility located outside the
jurisdiction and one transfer facility located within the City.

Staff recommend the City of Inglewood Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1:

	

Resolution # 94-250 Committee Action for the SRRE for the City of Inglewood
2:

	

Resolution if 94-251 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Inglewood
3:

	

Resolution # 94-252 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Inglewood

Phone : 255-2659

Phone : 255-2664

Phone : 255-2656

Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 NU. (,L----	 Phone :	 255-2302y'~,
Legal Review :	 V'	 Date/time :	 ti(///9? v is l's 411

Prepared by :	 Tabetha Yandell \./U

Prepared by :	 Mitchell Weiss /bl\ni

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon

	

/J~ 11
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-250

FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR
THE CITY OF INGLEWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
• feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . except that the
plan as corrected only projects a diversion rate of 43 .7% for the year
2000 ; and

WHEREAS, CCR Section 18785 provides that the Board may approve,
disapprove or conditionally approve SRREs ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby [Committee
Action] the Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of
Inglewood .

\24



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

\2S



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94- 251

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF INGLEWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Inglewood drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Inglewood submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on June 3, 1994, and the Board

• has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Inglewood.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-252

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF INGLEWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Inglewood . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994 and September 22,
1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management 'Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 'LS

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of La Canada Flintridge, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of La Canada Flintridge has selected several programs to achieve their
projected diversion of 44 .9% in 1995 and 51 .3% in the year 2000.

To reach these goals, the City has selected to expand the current curbside
collection program for singled family residents . The City will also provide
recycling to multi-family complexes . The City has selected to implement a backyard
composting program and a curbside collection for yard trimmings . The City will
provide technical assistance to businesses and residents to educate them on the
programs . In addition, the City will provide technical assistance to the
commercial/industrial sector regarding recycling.

Staff,recommend approval for the City of La Canada Flintridge's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

ORE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Composting Component- Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual report to the Board.
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The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 406 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 406 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria

AREAS OF CONCERN : Pages VI-9 and VI-19 to 21, of the City of La Canada Flintridge's
SRRE, indicate that a program to divert green waste for use as Alternative Daily
Cover (ADC) will be "utilized as a contingency measure ." Please note that green
waste diverted for use as ADC may count for up to 7% of the 25% diversion goal in
1995, however, because the Board's policy (attached) expires on December 31, 1997,
it may not be counted as' diversion in 2000 . Board staff received a letter, dated
August 24, 1994, which states that the City does not intend to claim diversion
credit for Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) to an extent greater than the Board allows.
The City plans to include in its first annual report, information regarding how the
City intends to meet its goals, in light of the ADC policy.

21,636

21,636

La Canada Flintridge

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

1995

18,002

0

(406)

0

0

(-406)

Gen . Dis.

39,638 19,610

0 0

(-406) 0

0 0

0 0

(-406) 0

39,232 19,610

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 27,603 8,190 35,793

0

(406)
0

0

(-406)

0

(-406)

0

0

(406)

Corrected Totals 27,603 7,784 35,387

Dis .

	

Div.

17,596

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

21,028 40,638

0

(-406)

0

0

(-406)

0
(406)

0
0

(406)

20,622 40,232

Corrected diversion rates ,

22.9%

22.0%

45.4.%

44.9%

51 .̀7%

513%
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee

NDFE

This NDPE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of La Canada Frintridge identified a transfer station, material recovery
facility and a recycling center, all located outside the City, they are currently
utilizing to reach the mandated goals . The City also identified a proposed material
recovery facility located at Scholl Canyon Landfill.

Staff recommend approval for the City of La Canada Flintridge's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

•TACSMENTS :

1: Resolution # 94-253

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of La Canada
Flintridge

2: Resolution it 94-254

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of La Canada
Flintridge

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perry	 Phone :	 255-2311

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix44 'L 	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 ,",!{	 \A(-4 b-	 Phone :	 255-23021

	

yt
Legal Review :	 C:'l	 Date/time :	 q~~/y7Z' 5'101
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-253

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LA CANADA-FLINTRIDGE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
• feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE'show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of La Canada-
Flintridge.

•



\.CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION It 94-254

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR TEE CITY OF LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of La Canada
Flintridge . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at
the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated
with the SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as
necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and planned
nondisposal facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #p

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lakewood, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes 11 No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Lakewood identified 19 facilities they may use in the future to
reach the mandated goals . Currently the City sends almost all of their
waste to the South East Resource Recovery Facility (SERRF), a
transformation facility, in Long Beach . The City currently sends a small
portion of green waste from garderners in the City to Bel-Art Disposal
Transfer Station.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Lakewood's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : . Resolution # 94-255 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Lakewood

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perrye////?A)/	 Phone :	 255-2311
Reviewed'by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303
Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 1A-itANa-1—	Phone :	 255-2302

• Legal Review :	 CJk



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-255

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LAKEWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lakewood . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

10

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # ti

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Lancaster, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Lancaster's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 25 .6% and 52 .6% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 24 .7% for 1995 and 51 .7% for the year 2000 . The removal of
restricted wastes results in substantial compliance of the 1995 mandate and the
projected achievement with the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City of Lancaster plans to implement a variety of programs to reach the mandated
goals . The City has selected residential single and multi-family curbside recycling
collection, commercial curbside collection, industrial materials recycling, yard
waste mulch program, and a master composter program.

To educate its citizens, the City will establish a Technical Assistance and Resource
Center . The Center will assemble/develop,house and provide informatio, educational
materials and technical assistance on source reduction, compoistng, recycling,
special wastes, and household hazardous waste . The City will also provide technical
assistance to businesses and schools as well as conducting seminars and workshops.

'Waft recommend approval for the City of Lancasters's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE :.

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No° responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
e listed in the following table .
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Pagr.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste, with the exception of household hazardous
waste, is not "normally disposed ." Staff subtracted 350 tons of commercial and
industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 4,748 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 4,748 tons from
diversion and generation.

Additional diversion data was submitted, in a letter by the City dated August 15,
1994, documenting that several implemented programs are diverting more than
initially was projected . This amended data, shown below, is a clarification to the
original diversion claim for 1995.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

LANCASTER

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Amended Data

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

Corrected Totals

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis.

158,100 13,323 . 171,423 152,831

0 0 0 0

0 (-639) (-639) 0
0 (-4,020) (-4,020) 0

0 0 0 0

0 (-89) (-89) 0

0 (-4,748) (-4,748) 0

(-350) 0 (-350) (-350)

157,750 8,575 166,325 152,481

1995

Div.

52,646

2,243

(-639)

(-4,020)

0

(-89)
(-4,748)

0

50,141

Gen . Dis.

205,477 116,845

2,243 0

(-639) 0

(4,020) 0

0 0

(-89) 0

(4,748) 0

(-350) (-350)

202,622, 116,495

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

129,572 246,417

0

(-639)
(4,020)

0

(-89)
(4,748)

0 (-350)

0

124,824 241,319

Claimeddiversion rates o

Corrected diversion rates 24.7%
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Lancaster identified two facilities they are utilizing to reach the
mandated goals . The facilities are the Lancaster Landfill and the Antelope Valley
Landfill . Both facilities have recycling operations at the landfills . Both
landfills plan to expand their recycling capabilities.

Staff recommend the approval for the City of Lancaster's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

•ACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-256

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Lancaster
2 :

	

Resolution # 94-257

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Lancaster

Prepared by : Traci R . Perr
p3,

Phone : 255-2311

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by :
\

Lorraine Van Kekerix CXL C

	

) Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by :. Judith J .

	

Friedman

	

(7'- . ' : ^„ii 4l 41n,.0 4_ Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : C Date/time : 3.00,r 7/Slily



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-256

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LANCASTER

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination' from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

• will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Lancaster.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-257

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LANCASTER

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all

411

	

of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lancaster . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director .
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM ft ?.%

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of La Verne, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of La Verne has identified numerous programs to achieve the mandates of the
California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 . The City's projected diversion
rates are 50 .8% for 1995 and 55 .9% for 2000 . Corrected SRRE diversion rates are
50 .7% for 1995 and 55 .8% for 2000.

Currently the City and its residents are active in source reduction and recycling
activities . The City has implemented a curbside recycling program, instituted
grasscycling on the golf course, and established a white paper recycling program for
the municipal facilities and university . Proposed programs identified in the SRRE
include quantity-based local user fees, on-site composting and mulching, and waste
evaluations . The City plans to expand the curbside collection program, and
implement multi-family collection and at-source separation for businesses . The
education and public information program highlights promotional campaigns for the
residential and nonresidential sectors and development of school curricula . The

~ty has identified adequate monitoring and evaluation methods and sufficient
ogram funding.

Staff recommends that the Committee approve the Source Reduction and Recycling
Element for the City of La Verne.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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September 19, 1994	 Page.

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recvclinq Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual report to the Board.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Thirty one tons
of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 186 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 186 tons were subtracted fr:
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets SWGS criteria.

La Verne Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div.
Original Claim 21,601 13,354

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste (-31)

(-25)
(-108)

0

(-54)
(-186)

Corrected Totals 21,570 13,168

34,955 19,498

(-25) 0
(-108) 0

0 0
(-54) 0

(-186) 0

(-31) (-31)

34,738 19,467

20,169

(-25)
(-108)

0

(-54)
(-186)

19,983

Gen. Dis.
39,667 19,295,

(-25) 0
(-108) 0

0 0

(-54) 0
(-186) 0

(-31) (-31)

39,450 19,264

24,504

(-25)
(-108)

0

(-54)
(-186)

24,318

43,799

(-25)
(-108)

0

(-54)
(-186)

(-31)
43,582

1995 2000

Div.

Claimed diversion rates is

Corrected diversion rates

38.2%
37.9%

50.8%
50.7%
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HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

I HHWE Adequacy I Yes I No I HHWE Adequacy II Yes I No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City will participate in Los Angeles County's countywide HHW program, which
includes periodic collection events, education and public information, and load
checking programs at landfills.

Staff recommends approval of the City's Household Hazardous Waste Element.

NDFE

s NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
r the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy I Yes

	

I No

	

I N/A I
Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City has identified ten transfer stations, two compost facilities and one
"other" nondisposal facility that it currently utilizes or may utilize in the future
to implement its SRRE.

Staff recommends approval of the City's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-203 Approval for the SRRE for the City of La Verne
2 :

	

Resolution # 94-204 Approval for the NDFE for the City of La Verne
3 :

	

Resolution # 94-205 Approval for the HHWE for the City of La Verne

•
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Prepared by :	 Sharron L . Leaon	 Phone :	 255-2666

Prepared by :	 Barbara Baker CLG (r()	 Phone :	 255-2655
Ittgv

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 -	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo 	 LX (	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix	 (At (a()	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman ('
;\

)C A ~j	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 7/10y 	 t 9'`,



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-203

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LA VERNE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

.WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of La Verne.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-204

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LA VERNE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of La Verne . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
. Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-205

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LA VERNE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of La Verne drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of La Verne submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found . that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of La Verne .

~ yq



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #'L4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Long Beach, Los Angeles.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Long Beach's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 31 .B% and 51 .1$ for the
year 2000 . The projections did not include ash generated by the Southeast Refuse
Recovery Facility (SERRF), a transformation facility . Based on information obtained
from the City, the projections were modified to include both the ash for 1995 and
10% diversion for transformation in the year 2000 . The revised projections for the
City in 1995 is 45 .4% and 71 .0% for the year 2000.

The City plans to automate the current waste collection system . In order to do
this, the City has selected to implement a volumetric refuse rates . The City will
also continue its backyard composting program and offer classes on green waste
reduction techniques.

The City has an extensive public education and information program . The program
includes printed pubic education/information materials in three languages beside
English - Cambodian, Spanish, and Vietnamese . The City has developed a logo,
"Reduce-Recycle-Recover" that is listed on all printed material . The program also

dudes a policy statement, fact sheets, flyers, slide presentations, workshops,
~deos and community meetings.

The City of Long Beach is host to SERRF, a transformation facility . The City has
implemented a recycling program whereby the ash generated at the transformation
facility is chemically combined in concrete prior to being recycled as roadbed
subbase material at the Puente Hills landfill.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Long Beach's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X
.000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . All ash generated
by the Southeast Refuse Recovery Facility (SERRF) should be included in the City's
waste generation amount because SERRF is located in the City . 140,000 tons (ash)
were added to disposal and generation in the base-year . Based on the City's letter
of August 31, 1994, 151,200 tons were added to diversion and generation in 1995, and
163,300 tons were added to diversion and generation in 2000.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate .

	

The City's
letter of August 31, 1994 indicated the City's desire to claim diversion credit for
transformation (at SERRF) towards the 2000 goal . 72,863 tons (10% of generation)
were added to diversion and subtracted from disposal in 2000 . In order to actually
claim the diversion credit in 2000, the City must comply with the requirements of
Public Resources Code section 41783.

Comparable Data . The City used statewide average recycling rates from the
Department of Conservation (DOC) to project the City's diversion of aluminum cans
(6530 tons), PET (540 tons), CRV glass (6480 tons) and tin cans (220) . Regulations
do not allow the use of statewide averages to determine an individual jurisdiction's
waste composition amounts . DOC recycling tonnages for the City were provided in the
SRRE addendum (1,382 tons of aluminum cans, 1,956 tons of CRV glass, and 96 tons of
PET) . The difference between DOC tonnages based on statewide averages and the
tonnages specific to the City (10,327 tons) was subtracted from diversion and
generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Therefore, 283
tons of nonresidential hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 4,415 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 4,415 tons from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of concern:

The City has projected its program to divert green waste for use as Alternative
Daily Cover (ADC) would divert 59,297 tons in 1995 and that no green waste would be
used as ADC in 2000 . Green waste diverted for use as ADC may count for up to 7% of
the 25% diversion goal in 1995 ; the City's projected green waste diversion is 8 .5%
of generation . No changes were made to the City's projections because the City
states that "procurement of composting services will be accelerated for
implementation in the short term" if the Board does not allow diversion credit for
ADC . Please note that because the Board's policy expires on December 31, 1997,
green waste diverted for use as ADC may not be counted as diversion in 2000 .
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7onBeach

riginal Claim 456,900

Base-year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

57,757 514,657

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
174,197 547,052

597,183

0

140,000

0

283

11 .2%

6.7%

0

(-4,312)

0

(-103)

(-4,415)

43,015 640,198

0

140,000

(-10,327)

283

0

(-4,312)

0

(-103)

(-4,415)

31.8%'

45.4%

0

(-4,312)

0

(-103)

(-4,415)

0

151,200

(-10,327)

0

310,655

0

(4,312)
0

(-103)
(4,415)

0

151,200

(-10,327)

283

683,793

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Transformation to 10%
Ash

Comparable data

Hazardous waste

372,855

0

0

0

283

373,138

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

283,765 296,021 579,786

0 0 0

0 (4,312) (-4,312)

0 0 0

0 (-103) (-103)

0 (-4,415) (4,415)

(-72,863) 72,863 0

0 163,300 163,300

0 (-10,327) (-10,327)

283 0 283

211,185 517,442 728,627

51:1%

71:0%

Corrected Totals

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Long Beach is intending to cooperate with the County's extensive HHW
programs which include : Periodic HHW collection events, mobile collection program,
load checking program, recycling program for HHW, and a public education and
information program.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Long Beach's Household Hazardous Waste
Element .

1%
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NDFE

This NDFE addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the
following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Long Beach identifies 10 nondisposal facilities, two of which are
located within the City of Long Beach . The City does not plan to claim diversion
credit from any the 10 facilities . Only two of the facilities identified and
described in the element meet the criteria for adequacy . The other eight facilites
are not identified or described as required by Public Resources Code section 41732
(a) and California Code of Regulations section 18753 .5.

Staff recommend a conditional approval for the City of Long Beach's Nondisposal
Facility Element . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE to include the eight
non-identified nondiposal facilities used by the City .

	

•

ATTACHMENTS :

Beach
Beach
City of Long

1 : Resolution # 94-258 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Long
2 : Resolution # 94-259 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Long
3 : Resolution #

Beach
94-260 Conditional approval for the NDFE for the

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perryy	 Phone :	 255-2311

Prepared by :	 Mitch Weiss	
~~~/// i'

3 	 Phone :	 255-2664

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van KekerixPhone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 c/% 99i// J-6;
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-258

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LONG BEACH

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that

. will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and-50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Long Beach.

•



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

'.



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-259

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LONG BEACH

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Long Beach drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Long Beach submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Long Beach.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

~.
Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

IS7



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-260

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL
FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LONG BEACH

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have not been completely satisfied
with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and recommends a conditional
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Long Beach . As a condition, the City must amend the NDFE
to include the eight non-identified nondiposal facilities used by
the City . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at
the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated
with the SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as
necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and planned
nondisposal facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM *SO

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lynwood, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Lynwood plans to implement several source reduction, recycling,
composting and special waste diversion programs to meet the mandated goals . Such
programs include : in-house source reduction ; on-site composting and mulching
assistance ; curbside collection of separated materials (single and multifamily
residences) ; at-source separation and collection of recyclables ; backyard
composting ; and, self-haul/drop-off yard waste collection and composting . The City
plans to educate its citizens through residential promotional campaigns, school
curricula development and representative waste evaluations.

Staff found the SRRE content to be adequate but after adjusting the base year data
for excluded waste types, the year 1995 projection fell to 24 .0 percent and the year
2000 diversion projection fell to 49 .6 percent . Both of these projections fall
within the limits of substantial compliance . For this reason, staff are
recommending approval for the City of Lynwood SRRE.

OLLYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." 26 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and

sneration.
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Transformation at a facility without a SWFP is not considered to be disposed or
diverted . 691 tons were subtracted from diversion and generation in 2000 and
subtracted from disposal and generation in 1995 and the base-year.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 897 tons of scrap
metals and 21 tons of white goods has been received . 918 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of concern:

960 tons of green (yard) waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as
diverted in 2000 . This was not changed because, according to information provided
by the City on July 28, 1994, other green waste diversion programs will be used if,
after 1997, the Board does not consider green waste used as ADC to be diversion.
The City's intention to do this should be confirmed in their first annual report.

Lynwood

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

0

(-897)

0

(-21)
(-918)

Gen. Dis.

52,633 39,954

0 0

(-897) 0

0 0

(-21) 0

(-918) 0

(-691) (-691)

(-26) (-26)

50,998 39,237

1995

Div.

13,335

0
(-897)

0

(-21)
(-918)

0

0

12,417

Gen . Dis.

53,289 26,417

0 0

(-897) 0

0 0

(-21) 0

(-918) 0

(-691) 0

(-26) (-26)

51,654 26,391

Transformation

Hazardous waste

Corrected Totals

45,363 7,270

0

0

44,646 6,352

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

27,542 53,959

0

(-897)
0

(-21)
(-918)

0

(-897)
0

(-21)
(-918)

(-691)
0

(-691)

(-26)
25,933 52,324

Claimed'diverston rates

Corrected diversion rates 12.5%

25.0%

24.0%

51 .0%

49.6%
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HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes II No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection

ogram . The County also plans to expand the education and public information
ogram to educate all County residents on HHW.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Lynwood Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A I

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Lynwood does not have a nondisposal facility located in their
jurisdiction ; however, they did identify two nondisposal facilities located outside
their jurisdiction.

aff recommend an approval of the City of Lynwood Nondisposal Facility Element.
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-261

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF LYNWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a .
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

•WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Lynwood.

•

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

1(04



ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-262

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LYNWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Lynwood drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Lynwood submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on June 3, 1994, and the Boardliras 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Lynwood.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-263

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF LYNWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Lynwood . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994 and September 22,
1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Malibu, Los Angeles
County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Malibu identified two facilities, California Processing and Sun
Valley Paper . Both facilities are located outside of the city's
jurisdiction.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Malibu's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-264

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Malibu

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perryv~~	 Phone :	 255-2311

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 // 1(1	 Phone :	 255-2303

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman0	 n~t''It ''	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :7/fr

6rl



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-264

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MALIBU

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Malibu . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 1Z

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Monterey Park, Los
Angeles County.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

- X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Monterey Park identified Central Los Angeles Recycling Center
and Transfer Station as the only nondisposal facitily they use . The City
sends approximately 1,200 tons per year to the facility.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Monterey Park's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution It 94-265
Park

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Monterey

Prepared by : Traci R . Perryut

	

.' Phone : 255-2311

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedmarv„/ Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : W/v
/o :o7aIt,.



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-265

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF MONTEREY PARK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Monterey Park.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

IRO



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # .g 7̀

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Norwalk, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Norwalk plans to implement several source reduction, recycling,
composting and special waste diversion programs to meet the mandated goals . Such
programs include : on-site composting and mulching activities ; curbside collection
of separated materials (single and multifamily residences) ; at-source separation and
collection of recyclables ; backyard composting ; and, self-haul/drop-off yard waste
collection and composting . The City plans to educate its citizens by sending
preprinted multilingual materials to be distributed by direct mail . The City also
plans to encourage development and use of school curricula programs which include
integrated waste management practices.

Staff found the SRRE content to be adequate but after adjusting the base year data
for excluded waste types, the year 2000 diversion projection fell to 45 .3 percent.
The 1995 diversion projection remained well above the required diversion rate,
falling only to 28 .2 percent . For this reason, staff are recommending conditional
a proval for the City of Norwalk SRRE . As a condition, the City must provide

rther information in their first Annual Report describing expansion of existing
ograms, or additional programs, that will be implemented to reach the 50% mandated

goal.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X
LTF comments addressed X
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.
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Agenda Item #a
September 19, 1994	 Page.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate.

Green waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in 2000.
Although green waste diverted for use as ADC may count for up to 7% of the 25%
diversion goal in 1995, because the Board's policy expires on December 31, 1997, it
may not be counted as diversion in 2000 . As a result, 1,200 tons were subtracted
from diversion and added to disposal.

Transformation at a facility without a Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) was
claimed as diverted in 2000 . 2,166 tons were subtracted from diversion and
generation.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate.

Transformation at a facility without a SWFP was included as disposal . 2,166 tons
were subtracted from disposal and generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 13 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials .

	

No documentation of diversion claims for 7,410 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 7,410 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

	

•

64,563

(-13)

0
(-2,166)

62,384

93,130

(-6,516)
(-390)

0
(-504)

(-7,410)

(-13)
0

(-2,166)

83,541

Norwalk

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous waste
ADC
Transformation

Corrected Totals

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

(-13)
0

(-2,166)

1995

31,884

(-6,516)

(-390)
0

(-504)
(-7,410)

24,474

Gen . Dis.

96,447 48,094

(-6,516) 0

(-390) 0

0 0

(-504) 0
(-7,410) 0

(-13) (-13)

0 1,200
(-2,166)

86,858 49,281

77,381 15,749

(-6,516)

(-390)
0

(-504)

(-7,410)

8,33975,202

Dis .

	

Div .

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

51,630 99,724

(-6,516)
(-390)

0

(-504)
(-7,410)

(-1,200)
(-2,166)

(-6,516)
(-390)

0
(-504)

(-7,410)

40,854 90,135

Claimed diversion rates, ;:
Corrected diversion rates .`

16.9 %

10.0%

33.1'J%

28.2%

51 .8%

45.3%



Agenda Item #S
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.Local Assistance and Planning Committee
•ptember 19, 1994

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy ( Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection
program that will operate approximately 96 days a year . The County also plans to
expand the education and public information program to educate all County residents
on HHW.

taff recommend an approval for the City of Norwalk's Household Hazardous Waste
ement.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the-following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes

	

II No I N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Norwalk does not have a nondisposal facility located in their
jurisdiction ; however, they did identify six nondisposal facilities located outside
their jurisdiction which may be used to reach diversion goals.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Norwalk Nondisposal Facility Element.

S



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994

Agenda Item #32

Pagel',

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-266 Conditional approval for the
2 :

	

Resolution # 94-267 Approval for the HHWE for the
3 :

	

Resolution # 94-268 Approval for the NDFE for the

SRRE for the City of Norwalk
City of Norwalk
City of Norwalk

Prepared by : Tabetha Yandell Phone :

	

255-2659

Prepared by : Yasmin Satter Phone :

	

255-2421

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone :

	

255-2303

Reviewed by : Catherine Cardozo aP Phone :

	

255-2656

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix (/c

	

c

	

) Phone :

	

255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman /1 (

	

/j~ i"v~Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : CIS Date/time : ! /74 /
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ATTACHMENT # 1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-266

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NORWALK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

•
WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste used
as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in the year
2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which sunsets December
31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the jurisdiction's
diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution, the Board does not
intend to limit its ability to consider changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . except that the
plan only projects. a diversion rate of 45 .3% for the year 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, CCR Section 18785 provides that the Board may conditionally
approve SRREs, and Board staff recommends that the City's SRRE be
conditionally approved ; and

•

•

lnS



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Norwalk . As a
condition, the City must provide further information in their first
Annual Report describing expansion of existing programs or additional
programs that will be implemented to reach the 50% mandated goal.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

1'16



ATTACHMENT # 2

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-267

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NORWALK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and locally
adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which identifies a
program for the safe collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of
household hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to adopting a
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Norwalk drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Norwalk submitted their final HHWE to the Board

411
for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and the Board
has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the HHWE
substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and recommends its
approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Norwalk.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994 and September 22, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLiTfION # 94-268

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NORWALK

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Norwalk . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994 and September 22,
1994

Dated :.

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director •



California Integrated Waste Management Hoard

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

,11
AGENDA ITEM #3v

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,
and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Paramount, Los
Angeles County.

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Paramount had a base year diversion rate of 14 .4 percent of the
solid waste generated within the city limits . The city plans to reach the
mandated diversion goals of 25 and 50 percent in 1995 and 2000, respectively,
by augmenting the base year diversion through implementation of a variety of
programs . These programs include : rate structure modification ; curbside
collection ; procurement practices ; residential composting ; yard waste disposal
bands ; and mandatory source separation ordinances . Currently, the city is
still in the program evaluation stage.

Staff found the Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) content to be
adequate ; however, after adjusting for base year diversion of excluded waste
types and the projected diversion of green waste as alternative daily cover

~- -

	

(ADC) in 2000, the 2000 diversion projection fell to 46 .2 percent . The 1995
- diversion projection remained above the required diversion rate, falling to

28 .8 percent . For this reason, staff is recommending conditional approval for
he City of Paramount SRRE . As a condition, the City must provide further

(information in their first Annual Report describing expansion of existing
programs, or additional programs, that will be implemented to reach the 50
percent mandated goal . In addition, the City must correct discrepencies found
in the SWGS and SRRE concerning ash generation and disposal (see "Disposal
Tonnage" below).

ANALYSIS:

SRRE Adequacy

SRRE Adequacy I

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

e
xplanation of any 'No" Responses:

The Solid Waste Generation Study (SWGS), as submitted, does not meet the
following criteria . Changes in tonnage are listed in the following
table .

\1 q
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Page 2 10

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate.
Transformation at a facility without a solid waste facilities permit was
claimed as diverted . Therefore, staff subtracted 195 tons from diversion and
generation in 2000 and from disposal and generation in the base year and 1995.

Green (yard) waste used as ADC was claimed as diverted in 2000 . The Board
currently does not have provision for ADC diversion in the year 2000 . Hence,
staff subtracted 1500 tons from diversion and added this amount to disposal.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . Ash generated
by a transformation facility not located in the City was included as disposal.
Page 6-2 of the SRRE indicates that 713 tons of ash generated by the Southeast
Resource Recovery Facility (SERRF) in Long Beach is included in the City's SWGS
because that portion of the ash is attributed to the City's waste . Because
SERRF is not located in the City, none of the ash produced at that facility may
be included in the City's waste generation . Pages 2-59 and 2-61 of the SRRE
show the disposal of 719 tons of ash in 1995 and 691 tons in 2000 . The numbers
in the table on pages 2-59 and 2-64 were used in staff's calculations . Ash
should not be included in the City's projections . Staff subtracted 713 tons
from disposal and generation in the base year, 719 tons from disposal and
generation in 1995, and 693 tons from disposal and generation in 2000 . These
figures are based on those in the SWGS which differ from those found in the
body of the SRRE.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Hence, 11
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal
and generation . The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

Paramount SWGS Base year 1995 2000

Projections Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 52,290 10,795 63,085 44,315 19,699 64,014 32,402 32,383 64,785
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-569) (-569) 0 (-569) (-569) 0 (-569) (-569)
Scrap metals 0 (-1,362) (-1,362) 0 (-1,362) (-1,362) 0 (-1,362) (-1,362)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-251) (-251) 0 (-251) (-251) 0 (-251) (-251)

Subtotal 0 (-2,182) (-2,182) 0 (-2,182) (-2,182) 0 (-2,182) (-2,182)

Hazardous waste (-11) 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11)
Ash (-713) 0 (-713) (-719) 0 (-719) (-693) 0 (-693)
Transformation (-195) 0 (-195) (-195) 0 (-195) 0 (-195) (-195)
ADC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,500 (-1,500) 0

Corrected Totals 51,372 8,613 59,985 43,390 17,517 60,907 33,198 28,506 61704
Claimed Diversion Rates 17 .1 % 30.8% 50.0%
Corrected Diversion Rates 14.4% 28.8% 46.2% •
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
.September 19, 1994

Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) Adequacy

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et.
seq . for the following areas:

Paramount HHWE Adequacy

	

I Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Paramount is participating in the County of Los Angeles' Household
Hazardous Waste (HHW) program to ensure that the HHW generated by city
residents is properly disposed of . HHW "roundups" are held approximately every
other week at various locations in the county . The City of Paramount
advertises these events to city residents via cable television, water bills,
and handouts . Load checking operations are conducted by the County Sanitation
Districts.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Paramount HHWE.

•Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) Adequacy

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
. .seq . for_the following areas:

Paramount NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Paramount has identified two facilities it is using in reaching
State mandated goals . These are the Paramount Resource Recycling Facility and
the Puente Hills Landfill (PHL) located in unincorporated Los Angeles County.
The city plans on diverting 8 .8 percent of its greenwaste to PHL for use as
cover material to be counted towards 2000 diversion goals.

Staff recommends the approval of the City of Paramount NDFE .

kai
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Page 40

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Resolution #94-269 Conditional Approval for the City of Paramount SRRE
2. Resolution #94-270 Approval for the City of Paramount HHWE
3. Resolution #94-271 Approval for the City of Paramount NDFE

Mitchell Weiss	 !rig \ri

Chris Deidrick(,21)

John SittsCXL.f~ry )	 Phone : 255-2422
(gyp {E fl

Lloyd Dillon	
/

	 Phone : 255-2303

Lorraine Van Kekerix0(6-(47r3 )	 Phone : 255-2670

Ir /I AJ'j/t/l ,' ;IA,—

	

Phone : 255-2302Judith J . Friedman

Date/time : 9/0-f,-

•

Prepared by:

Prepared by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Legal Review :

Phone : 255-2664

Phone : 255-2308



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-269

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION
AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PARAMOUNT

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and
adopt a Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which
includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied
with the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a
Notice of Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the city's SRRE include
a program for the management of solid waste generated within the
city, consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in
PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the city's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste
used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in
the year 2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which
sunsets December 31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the
jurisdiction's diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution,
the Board does not intend to limit its ability to consider
changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the city's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq.
except that the plan only projects a diversion rate of 46 .2% for
the year 2000 ; and

tai



WHEREAS, 14 CCR Section 18785 provides that the Board may
conditionally approve SRREs, and Board staff recommends that the
City's SRRE be conditionally approved ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, HE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
conditionally approves the SRRE for the City of Paramount . As a
condition, the City must provide further information in their
first Annual Report describing expansion of existing programs or
additional programs that will be implemented to reach the 50%
mandated goal .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

40

ID



ATTACHMENT #2

/
.

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-270

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PARAMOUNT

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a HHWE which identifies a program for the safe
collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of household
hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Paramount drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Paramount submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 18, 1994, and

• the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
HHWE for the City of Paramount.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-271

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PARAMOUNT

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the , foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
.NDFE for the City of Paramount . Pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE
should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which
may be modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing
and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #3G

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy on the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Palmdale, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Palmdale's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 30 .5% and 50% for the
year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 20 .6% for 1995 and 43 .7% for the year 2000 . Staff notified the City
in a letter dated June 2, 1994 of the excluded waste issue . Staff received a letter
from the City dated August 30, 1994 providing additional information . Staff found
this information in be inadequate as described on page two under Restricted
Materials . For this reason, staff is recommending the City of Palmdale receive a
Notice of Deficiency based on excluded waste types in base year diversion claims
which have not been substantiated pursuant to Public Resources Code section 41801 .5.

The City of Palmdale has selected an extensive waste management program to recover
all wastestreams . The City has selected a curbside collection program, multi-family

,_ recycling, and green waste curbside collection program . The City also plans to
revise residential collection program and establish a variable fee structure . The

w , City will develop a residential backyard compost program and design programs to aid
siness and industry source reduction and recycling programs.

e City of Palmdale in coordination with the Antelope Landfill, plans to operate a
manual recovery facility and site a windrow composting facility . The landfill also
recycles concrete, gypsum board, white goods, asphalt, and wood waste.

	 Staff recommend disapproval for the City of Palmdale's Source Reduction and
_, .Recycling Element based on excluded waste types in base year that result in

projections that fall below the 25 and 50% mandated goals.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or . more X

W
corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

'8'1
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•
Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials . Staff notified the City as required by PRC Section 41801 .5
that documentation was needed to substantiate the base-year diversion claims for
restricted waste types in a letter dated June 2, 1994 . The SWGS contains base-year
diversion claims for 19,552 tons of restricted waste types . Staff determined that
documentation submitted by the City, in a letter dated August 30, 1994, for
diversion claims of 19,552 tons of restricted waste types is insufficient . This is
because of inadequate documentation of local action prior to 1990 and no
demonstration of quantities of restricted waste disposed prior to 1990 . The table
shows diversion of 19,552 tons of restricted materials, including 19,046 tons of
inert solids, and 506 tons of scrap metals (16 tons of ferrous metals, and 456 tons
of non-ferrous metals) . In the table below, 19,552 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

Palmdale Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 123,724 21,142 144,866 109,523 48,020 157,543 87,296 87,435 174,731

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-19,046) (-19,046) 0 (-19,046) (-19,046) 0 (-19,046) (-19,Oe"

Scrap metals 0 (-506) (-506) 0 (-506) (-506) 0 (-506) (-St.'

Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-19,552) (-19,552) 0 (-19,552) (-19,552) 0 (-19,552) (-19,552)

Corrected Totals 123,724 1,590 125,314 109,523 28,468 137,991 87,296 67,883 155,179

Claimed diversion• rates 14 .6% 30 .5% 50 .0%o .,

Corrected diversion rates 1.3% 20.6% . 43.7%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic •
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
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yers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection
program that will operate approximately 96 collection days a year . The County also
plans to expand the education and public information program to educate all County
residents on HHW.

The City also conducts a used oil collection program at the Antelope Valley
Landfill . The Antelope Valley Landfill and Lancaster Landfill both have load-
checking programs as well.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Palmdale's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy

	

Yes Ho

	

N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction

	

X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

	

X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction

4,e City of Palmdale identified two facilities they currently send waste . The first
facility is the Antelope Valley Landfill that has a MRF, Green Waste/Wood Waste
recovery capability, and concrete/Asphalt recovery capability . The second facility
is the Lancaster Landfill . The Lancaster landfill also has recycling capabilities.

r

Staff recommend the approval for the City of Palmdale's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 94-272 Disapproval for the SRRE for the City of Palmdale
2 : Resolution # 94-273 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Palmdale
3 : Resolution # 94-274 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Palmdale

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perry

Prepared by :	 Claire Miller	 t-i)I
Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix*iK
Reviewed by : Judi h J . riedman

~
•al Review :	 e, 	 !7

Phone : 255-2311

Phone : 255-2419

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2670

Phone :

	

55-2302

Date/time :	 fly/yvS~ .' 2S-70

`vJ



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-272

FOR CONSIDERATION OF DISAPPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PALMDALE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which includes all of
the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
there was insufficient documentation to claim diversion for excluded
waste types specified in PRC 41781 .2 and subsequently adjusted the
base year diversion claims and projected diversion levels, as called
for in PRC 41801 .5 ; and

WHEREAS, this adjustment resulted in the aforementioned jurisdiction's
diversion projections to fall short of the mandated diversion goals;
and

•

1 q0



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby disapproves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Palmdale due to
the adjusted projection levels falling short of the mandated diversion
goals, and directs staff to draft Notices of Deficiencies which
identify the measures to be taken to rectify the discrepancies and
details a timeline for doing so.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-273

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PALMDALE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Palmdale drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Palmdale submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 2, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Palmdale.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management . Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

. Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

142.



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-274

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PALMDALE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Palmdale . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

lq3



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM *Sip

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Pasadena, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Pasadena has identified a number of waste diversion programs to achieve
the goals of the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 . The City projects a
diversion rate of 30% for 1995 and 50% for 2000 . The corrected SRRE diversion rates
are 29% for 1995 and 49 .3$ for 2000.

Existing city programs include a six-month pilot residential curbside recycling
program ; a variable can rate structure ; development of educational materials ; a city
office paper recycling program ; a pilot multi-family dwelling recycling program ; and
backyard composting demonstrations.

In addition, the City proposes to implement the following new programs : technical
assistance for commercial waste reduction, curbside recycling, and drop-off centers.
The City has also proposed a curbside yard waste collection program and yard waste
dropoff program for both the residential and commercial sectors.

One possible significant waste source in Pasadena, the self-haul waste stream, was
addressed in the Initial Waste Generation Study as required by regulation [Title
California Code of Regulations section 18722(i)] . Because of this omission,

sposal and generation tonnages may be inaccurate . Consequently, staff recommends
a conditional approval for the City's Source Reduction and Recycling Element . As a
condition, the City should estimate the types and amounts of self-haul waste, revise
base-year data and projections to include this waste stream, and demonstrate that
the 25% and '50% mandated goals will still be met, in the first annual report.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted 7(

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of anv °No° responses :

kS4
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•
SWGS ANALYSIS :

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not complete . Self-haul waste
quantities and composition were not determined, as stated on page 1-3 of the Initial
Waste Generation Study (IWGS) . This may be a significant source of waste which
should have been addressed in the IWGS . Since self-haul disposal was not included,
the base-year disposal and generation tonnages may be inaccurate, which could affect
measurement of achievement of the disposal reduction goals.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Household
hazardous waste was claimed as diverted in the base year . Therefore, 32 tons were
subtracted from diversion and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 2431 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 2431 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

AREA OF CONCERN:

Projections under SRRE conditions were not formally included in the document, as
stated on page 1-3 of the SWGS . However, data on total tonnages disposed, diverted,
and generated, based on a 35% diversion rate in 1995 and a 50% diversion rate in
2000, were included in the Disposal Facility Capacity Component . These diversioi
percentages differ from the information in Table 10 .1 of the Integration Component_
which shows percentages of diversion, but no tonnage amounts . This table shows
38 .2% diversion in 1995 and 53 .6% diversion in 2000 . Staff recommends that this
discrepancy be clarified in the first annual report . Since a condition will be to
revise projections to include the self-haul waste stream in the first annual report,
the discrepancy in the diversion rates contained in the Disposal Facility Capacity
Component and in Table 10 .1 can be addressed in the revised projections.

PASADENA

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

HHW diversion

Corrected Totals

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diverston :rates

Base year

Dis .

	

Div . Gen . Dis.

166,000 119,567

(-2,000) 0
(-16) 0

0 0
(415) 0

(-2,431) 0

(-32)
163,537 119,567

1995

Div.

51,243

(-2,000)
(-16)

0
(415)

(-2,431)

(-32)
48,780

30'0%

29:0%

Gen . Dis.

170,810 87,705

(-2,000) 0
(-16) 0

0 0
(-415) 0

(-2,431) 0

(-32)
168,347 87,705

150,792 15,208

(-2,000)
(-16)

0
(-415)

(-2,431)

(-32)
150,792 12,745

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

87,705 175,410

(-2,000)
(-16)

0
(415)

(-2,431)

(-32)
85,242

50.0%

49.3%

(-2,000)

(-16)
0

(-415)
(-2,431)

(-32)
172,9471

•
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This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No

	

II
N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City identified two intermediate processing centers and a material recovery
facility as nondisposal facilities necessary to implement the City's diversion
goals.

Staff recommends approval of the City's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :
1 :

	

Resolution # 94-275 Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the City of Pasadena
• Resolution it 94-276 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Pasadena

Prepared by : Phone : 255-2666

- Prepared by :-

Sharron L . Le
/
a
~
o
~
n

~
Nancy Carr

	

nit Phone : 255-2418

Reviewed by :- Llovd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : John Sitts

	

CA( (Pr3) Phone : 255-2422

Reviewed by : CALLorraine Van Kekerix

	

(-err') Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman
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Legal Review : g Date/time : 9/S/f 5t 3 5 fN1
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-275

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PASADENA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
*feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
251 by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . except that the
the self-haul waste stream was not addressed in the Solid Waste
Generation Study and, because of this omission, disposal tonnages may
be underestimated ; and -

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of
Pasadena . As a condition, the City must estimate the types and
amounts of self-haul waste, revise base-year data and projections to
include this waste stream, and demonstrate in the first annual report
that the 25% and 50% mandated goals will still be met.

•



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

1St



ATTACHMENT #2

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-276

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PASADENA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Pasadena . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
• Executive Director

lg9



California Integrated Waste Management 'Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 3'i

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,
and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Pico Rivera, Los
Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Pico Rivera had a base year diversion rate of 7 .5 percent of the
solid waste generated within the city limits . The city plans to reach the
mandated diversion goals of 25 and 50 percent in 1995 and 2000, respectively,
by augmenting the base year diversion through implementation of a variety of
programs . These programs include : quantity-based local user fees ; assistance
with on-site composting and mulching ; curbside collection for single- and
multi-family residences ; zoning practices to encourage recycling ; and
residential greenwaste composting.

Staff found the Source Reduction and Recycling (SRRE) content to be adequate;
however, after adjusting the base year data for excluded waste types, the 1995
projection fell to 27 .1 percent and the 2000 diversion projection fell to 48 .9
percent . The 2000 projection falls within the limits of substantial
compliance . For this reason, staff are recommending approval for the City of
Pico Rivera SRRE.

411ANALYSIS:

SRRE Adequacy

SRRE Adequacy I

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in
tonnage are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate.
Transformation at a facility without a solid waste facilities permit was

in

	

as diverted . Staff subtracted 162 tons from diversion and generation
in 2000 and from disposal and generation in the base year and 1995 .

200
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Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Staff
subtracted 9 tons of industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 1,540 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, staff subtracted 1,540
tons from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of concern:

The SRRE indicated that 2900 tons of green (yard) waste used as Alternative
Daily Cover was projected to be diverted in 2000 . This was not changed
because, according to the City's letter of September 1, 1994, other green waste
diversion programs will be in place prior to 2000 to divert this material.

Pico Rivera Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 53,797 5,875 59,672 44,079 17,900 61,979 31,962 32,253 64,215
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-72) (-72) 0 (-72) (-72) 0 (-72) (-72)
Scrap metals 0 (-1,170) (-1,170) 0 (-1,170) (-1,170) 0 (-1,170) (-1,170)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-298) (-298) 0 (-298) (-298) 0 (-298) (-298)

Subtotal 0 (-1,540) (-1,540) 0 (-1,540) (-1,540) 0 (-1,540) (-1,540)

Transformation (-162) 0 (-162) (-162) 0 (-162) 0 (-162) (-162)
Hazardous waste (-9) 0 (-9) (-9) 0 (-9) (-9) 0 (-9)

Corrected Totals 53,626 4,335 57,961 43,908 16,360 60,268 31,953 30,551 62,504

Claimed Diversion Rates 9.8% 28 .9% 50.2%
Corrected Diversion Rates 7.5% 27 .1% 48.9%

Household Hazardous Waste Element (HEWS) Adequacy

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et.
seq . for the following areas :

Pico Rivera HHWE Adequacy Yes I No HHWE Adequacy I

	

Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X •
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The City of Pico Rivera is participating in the County of Los Angeles'
Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) program to ensure that the HHW generated by
city residents is properly disposed of . HHW "roundups" are held approximately
every other week at various locations in the county . The City of Pico Rivera
advertises these events to city residents . Load checking operations are
conducted by the County Sanitation Districts.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Pico Rivera HHWE.

Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) Adequacy

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas:

Pico Rivera NDFE Adequacy I
Yes No I N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Pico Rivera has identified three facilities it plans on using in
reaching State mandated goals . These are the Paramount Resource Recycling
Facility, Puente Hills Landfill (PHL) located in unincorporated Los Angeles
County, and the Cal-System Materials Recovery and Transfer Station . The city
plans on diverting up to five percent of its greenwaste to PHL for use as cover
material to be counted towards 2000 diversion goals.

Staff recommends the approval of the City of Pico Rivera NDFE.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 .

	

Resolution
2 .

	

Resolution
3 .

	

Resolution

#94-277

	

Approval for
#94-278

	

Approval for
#94-279

	

Approval for

the
the
the

SRRE
HHWE
NDFE

for
for
for

the
the
the

City of Pico
City of Pico
City of Pico

Rivera
Rivera
Rivera

Prepared by : Mitchell Weiss Phone : 255-2664

Prepared by : Chris Deidrick Phone : 255-2308

Reviewed by : John Sitts

	

CE114(c

	

/ Phone : 255-2422

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix 4aPhone: 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J .

	

Friedman

	

A A "'~~, IR' .•%` Phone : 255-2302

•egal Review :

	

N ,	 Date/time :	 1	 M 716151t
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-277

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PICO RIVERA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by each city when developing
and implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and
adopt a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of.
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the city's SRRE include
a program for the management of solid waste generated within the
city, consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in
PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the city's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the city's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq.
and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
SRRE for the City of Pico Rivera .

2b3



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-278

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PICO RIVERA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by each city when developing
and implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a HHWE which identifies a program for the safe
collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of household
hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Pico Rivera drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Pico Rivera submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 18, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
HHWE for the City of Pico Rivera .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-279

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF Pico Rivera

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
NDFE for the City of Pico Rivera . Pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE
should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which
may be modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing
and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
• Executive Director

•

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # ION

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Rancho Palos
Verdes, Los Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Rancho Palos Verdes identified 11 facilites they are currently using or may
use in the future . Currently, the City sends waste to BFI Recycling and
Transfer Station, Bradley Recycling Center, Western Waste Industries, Inc.
Transfer Station, Action Transfer Center, Falcon Refuse Center, Inc, and
Potential Industries MRF.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Rancho Palos Verde's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-280

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Rancho
Palos Verdes

Prepared by : Traci R . Perry °" Phone : 255-2311

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : 7/t/IrY
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION * 94-280

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES .

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Rancho Palos Verdes.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 39

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,
and Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Redondo Beach, Los
Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The city relies on a variety of programs to meet the 25 and 50 percent goals
for 1995 and 2000, respectively . Under source reduction the city has
implemented : a waste reduction policy ; source reduction education program;
xeriscape promotion program ; and backyard composting subsidy and education
program . For recycling the city has implemented : business/commercial technical
assistance program ; recycled product procurement program ; recycling space
allocation ordinance ; expanded the items accepted in its recycling program ; and
increased participation in residential recycling . For special waste the city
has implemented a bulky item reuse program and the construction and demolition
reuse and recycling program . For education the city has implemented : multi-
family recycling ; block leader program ; waste management articles ; special
event booth ; business campaign ; Redondo Beach Recycling Center tours ; and

•ecycling center publicity.

Staff found the Source Reduction and Recycling (SRRE) content to be adequate;
however, after adjusting the base year data for excluded waste types, the 1995
projection fell to 31 .1 percent and the 2000 diversion projection fell to 49 .9
percent . The 2000 projection falls within the limits of substantial
compliance . For this reason, staff are recommending approval for the City of
Redondo Beach SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

,BARE Adequacy

SRRE Adequacy YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" Responses:

The Solid Waste Generation Study (SWGS), as submitted, does not meet the
following criteria . Changes in tonnage are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ."

	

Staff
subtracted 105 tons of commercial, industrial and other hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . Insufficient documentation of diversion claims for 1,685
tons of restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 1,685 tons
from diversion and generation.

Area of concern:

The City states that tree trimmings will be used as firewood or biomass
feedstock . Staff reminds the City that only materials transformed at permitted
disposal facilities can qualify for partial (10%) credit toward the 50%
diversion goal, provided it complies with PRC Section 41783.

The General Survey Approach indicates some field data was adjusted based on the
literature survey of waste characterization in other southern California cities
and City demographics . If the characterization data is not comparable, the
City's selected diversion programs which target particular waste types, may not
achieve the 25% and 50% waste reduction goals . Waste characterization may

	

•
become a plan implementation issue.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Redondo Beach SRRE.

Redondo Beach Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 67,300 15,800 83,100 57,409 28,052 85,461 43,395 44,774 88,169

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-1,536) (-1,536) 0 (-1,536) (-1,536) 0 (-1,536) (-1,536)

Scrap metals 0 (-59) (-59) 0 (-59) (-59) 0 (-59) (-59)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-90) (-90) 0 (-90) (-90) 0 (-90) (-90)

Subtotal 0 (-1,685) (-1,685) 0 (-1,685) (-1,685) 0 (-1,685) (-1,685)

Hazardous Waste (-105) (-105) (-105) (-105) (-105) (-105)

Corrected Totals 67,195 14,115 81,310 57,304 26,367 83,671 43,290 43,089 86,379

Claimed Diversion Rates 19.0% 32.8% 50.8%

Corrected Diversion Rates 17.4% 31.5% 49.9%

Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) Adequacy

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et.
seq . for the following areas :

•
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►I
Redondo Beach HHWE Adequacy Yes No , HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Redondo Beach is participating in the County of Los Angeles'
Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) program to ensure that the HHW generated by
city residents is properly disposed of . HHW "roundups" are held approximately
every other week at various locations in the county . The City of Redondo Beach
advertises these events to city residents via cable television, the city
newsletter, and handouts . Load checking operations are conducted by the County
Sanitation Districts . In addition, the city puts on an annual HHW "roundup"
limited to Redondo Beach residents.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Redondo Beach HHWE.

Nondisnosal Facility Element (NDFE) Adequacy

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et.
seq . for the following areas:

Redondo Beach NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Redondo Beach has identified three facilities it is using in
reaching State mandated goals . These are the Western Waste Transfer Facility,
Beryl Street Transfer Station, and the Puente Hills Landfill (PHL) located in
unincorporated Los Angeles County.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Redondo Beach NDFE.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 .Resolution #94-281 Approval for the SRRE for
2 .Resolution #92-282 Approval for the HHWE for
3 .Resolution #92-283 Approval for the NDFE for

the City of Redondo Beach
the City of Redondo Beach
the City of Redondo Beach

Phone : 255-2655

Phone : 255-2308

Phone : 255-2422

Phone : 255-2303

Prepared by : Chris Deidrick(Y.Q
•eviewed by : John Sitts	

OAPrepared by : BarbaraBaker

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon
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Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix 44— Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman

	

j/lnl Ot Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : I ,/~ Date/time : /9/fry !?m
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-281

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and
adopt a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the city's SRRE include
a program for the management of solid waste generated within the
City, consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in
PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the city's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source,, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 251 by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the city's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq.
and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
SRRE for the City of Redondo Beach.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

2kV
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-282

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires'that each city draft and
locally adopt a HHWE which identifies a program for the safe
collection, recycling, treatment, and disposal of household
hazardous waste for the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Redondo Beach drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Redondo Beach submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 18, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
HHWE for the City of Redondo Beach.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-283

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF REDONDO BEACH

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

'WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
NDFE for the City of Redondo Beach . Pursuant to Public Resources
Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE
should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one document which
may be modified, as necessary, to accurately reflect the existing
and planned nondisposal facilities which will be used by a
jurisdiction .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler•
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #L.05

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Rolling Hills, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes II No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Rolling Hills identified three facilities they are currently
.using to divert their material .

	

Those facilities are BFI Recycling and
Transfer Station, Falcon Refuse Center,

	

Inc ., and Potential Industries MRF.
The City identified two other facilities that may be used in the future.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Rolling Hills's Nondisposal
Facility Element.

ATTACI~NTS :

1 :

	

Resolution It 94-284

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Rolling
Hills

‘44/4//Prepared by : Traci R . Perry Phone :

	

255-2311

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone :

	

255-2303

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman ar'' Phone :

	

255-2302

Legal Review : 3 ~~ Date/time : 0/9y-



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-284

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Rolling Hills.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director •
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 14I

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Rolling Hills
Estates, Los Angeles County

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X .

The City of Rolling Hills Estates identified 10 facilities they are using
or may use in the future to reach the mandated goals . Currently the City
is sending waste to BFI Recycling and Transfer Station, Western Waste
Industries, Inc . Transfer Station, Bel-Art Disposal Transfer Station,
Falcon Refuse Center, Inc ., and Potential Industries MRF.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Rolling Hills Estates's
Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-285

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of Rolling
Hills Estates

Prepared by : Traci R . Perryt' r
Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon (~\l)l

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman

Legal Review :	 t'A	 Date/time :	 9r

/

p/r1/

Phone : 255-2311

Phone : 255-2303

Phone : 255-2302
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-285

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ESTATES

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a . description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Rolling Hills
Estates . Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the
first revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with
the SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as
necessary, to accurately reflect the existing and planned
nondisposal facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE

SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # yZ

ITEM : Consideration of Staff Recommendation on the Adequacy of the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of San Marino, Los
Angeles County

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752
et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of San Marino identified two facilities, Scholl Canyon Landfill
and and Puente Hills Landfill . The City plans to use the facilities for
their Alternative Daily Cover program . Both facilities are located outside
of the city's jurisdiction.

Staff recommend approval for the City of San Marino's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution #94-286

	

Approval for the NDFE for the City of San
Marino

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perry

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	
O

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :Y/gr

/0::a/e.ml .

Phone : 255-2311

Phone : 255-2303
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-286

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SAN MARINO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of San Marino.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director •
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

Planning and Assistance Committee

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #~3

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of
the Source Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal
Element for the City of Santa Clarita, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Santa Clarita's Source Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRRE's)
describes their plan to achieve the solid waste disposal reduction
mandates of 25% by 1995 and 50% by the year 2000 . Several significant
programs and/or projects being implemented and/or planned by Santa
Clarita to achieve the goals include : a Technical Assistance Resource
Center ; residential and commercial curbside programs ; a landfill
materials recovery facility and compost facility ; and a yard waste
mulch program.

Staff recommends approval of the City . of Santa Clarita SRRE.

ANALYSIS:

rRRE ADEQUACY FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA YES I NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in
tonnage are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed".
298 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted
from disposal and generation . Diversion was claimed for "dead animals"
but there were no base-year disposal amounts for this type of waste.
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319 tons were subtracted from diversion and generation as this was not
shown to be a waste type that was normally disposed of.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 281
tons of restricted waste types has been received . 281 tons were
subtracted from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Areas of Concern:

The City's solid waste generation study does not reflect self-haul
disposal as, per page 11 of the SWGS, "no records are available and,
therefore, this study does not reflect a self-haul disposal quantity".
However, the total disposal tonnage was calculated on a per capita basis
using the total county disposal amounts which would include the self-haul
quantities . The possible contribution to disposal tonnages that these
generators may make should be taken into account when considering
alternative or additional diversion programs if it appears that the
existing and planned diversion programs are falling short of the
projected diversion amounts . Self-haulers may contribute a large
percentage of individual waste types to landfills that could be
specifically targeted for diversion . 4,
Santa Clarita Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

2000

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 185,589 12,716
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste
Not Normally Disposed

(-298)
0

(-11)
(-270)

0
0

(-281)

0
(-319)

Corrected Totals 185,291 12,116

198,305 179,984

(-11) 0
(-270) 0

0 0
0 0

(-281) 0

(-298) (-298)
(-319) 0

197,407 179,686

76,147

0
(-319)

75,547

Gen . Dis.
256,131 115,145

(-11) 0
(-270) 0

0 0
0 0

(-281) 0

(-298) (-298)
(-319) 0

255,233 114,847

216,930

(-11)
(-270)

0
0

(-281)

216,330

332,075

(-11)
(-270)

0
0

(-281)

(-298)
(-319)

331,177

1995

0
(-319)

Claimetdive> ion rates
Ctirrected .diversionrates

6.4%
6.1% 29.6%
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NDFE

NDFE ADEQUACY FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA Yes

	

. No ) N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Santa Clarita has identified three facilities in their NDFE
that will help them achieve their diversion goals . These facilities are:
the Community Recycling and Resource Recovery Composting Facility;
Chiquita Canyon Composting Facility ; and Chiquita Canyon Materials
Recovery Facility.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Santa Clarita NDFE.

ACHMEEN'TS :

.Resolution #94-198, Approval for the SRRE for the City of Santa
Clarita.

2 .Resolutions #94-199, Approval for the NDFE for the City of Santa
Clarita .

K
Prepared by :Kevin Taylor Phone : 255-2310

Prepared by :Sherrie'Saala Moore Phone : 255-2649

Reviewed by :Toni Galloway Phone : 255-2653

Reviewed by :Catherine Carciozo Phone : 255-2656
cX1 c(Tv)

Reviewed by :Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by :Judith FriedmanjQP%hone : 255-2302

	

p y
	 L/ 'C /Legal Review :	 (r~'7	 Date/time :	 7((7	 : 39n,
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-198

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Santa Clarita .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-199

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SANTA CLARITA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review ' of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Santa Clarita.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct dopy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
. Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

Planning and Assistance Committee

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #144

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of
the Source Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal
Element for the City of Santa Monica, Los Angeles County

)

STAFF COMMENTS:

Santa Monica's Source Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRRE's)
describes their plan to achieve the solid waste disposal reduction
mandates of 25% by 1995 and 50% by the year 2000 . Several significant
programs and/or projects being implemented and/or planned by Santa
Monica to achieve the goals include : a quantity-based local user fee
system; a residential recycling collection, buyback/drop-off program;
interim intermediate processing center and materials recovery
facility ; a greenwaste collection/drop-off program and collection
area.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Santa Monica SRRE.

•ALYSIS:

SRRE ADEQUACY FOR THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA YES NO

All required documentation submitted X
CIWMB draft comments addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria On CIWMP Adequacy Report) X
1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" response:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in
tonnage are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 804 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

-0

2.26
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Page 2 0

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 5,222 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 5,222 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Santa Monica Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 106,902 21,637 128,539 88,002 45,298 133,300 66,364 71,873 138,237
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 (-283) (-283) 0 (-283) (-283) 0 (-283) (-283)
Scrap metals 0 (4,939) (-4,939) 0 (4,939) (4,939) 0 (-4,939) (-4,939)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-5,222) (-5,222) 0 (-5,222) (-5,222) 0 (-5,222) (-5,222)

Hazardous waste (-804) (-804) (-804) (-804) (-804) (-804)
Corrected Totals 106,098 16,415 122,513 87,198 40,076 127,274 65,560 66,651 132,2

Claimed diversion rates 16 .8% 34:0% 52.0%
Corrected diversion rates

	

'. . 13 .4% 31.5% 50.4%

NDFE

NDFE ADEQUACY FOR THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Santa Monica has identified three facilities in their NDFE that
will facilitate their achievement of the diversion goals . These facilities
are : City of Santa Monica Transfer Station ; Southern California Disposal
Transfer Station ; and Santa Monica Community Recycling Center.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Santa Monica NDFE .

•
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ATTACHMENTS:

1 .Resolution #94-196, Approval for the SRRE for the City of Santa Monica.

2 .Resolutions #94-197, Approval for the NDFE for the City of Santa Monica.

N‘s1
Prepared by :Kevin Taylor Phone : 255-2310

J
Prepared by :Yasmin Satter Phone : 255-2421

Reviewed by :Toni Galloway Phone : 255-2653

Reviewed by :Catherine Cardozo Phone : 255-2656
c (io

Reviewed by :Lorraine Van
Keck}

rix Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by :Judith FriedmanJPhone : 255-2302

Leal Review :	 e7S	 Date/time :	 9f'//FS/d/,
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ATTACHMENT #1

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-196

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Santa Monica.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-197

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Santa Monica.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
. Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # ►1S

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Household Hazardous Waste
Element for the City of Signal Hill, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Signal Hill had a base year diversion rate of 15 .1 percent of the
solid waste generated within the city limits . The city plans to reach the
mandated diversion goals of 25 and 50 percent in 1995 and 2000, respectively,
by augmenting the base year diversion through implementation of a variety of
programs . Currently the city is operating single- and multi-family curbside
recycling programs . The program provides commingled collection of glass,
aluminum, newspaper, and plastic . The city residents are provided with
educational material on diversion programs through the local newspaper,
business license applications, fliers, and an electric freeway bulletin board.

Staff found the Source Reduction and Recycling (SRRE) content to be adequate;
however, after adjusting the base year data for excluded waste types, the 2000
diversion projection fell to 48 .1 percent . The 2000 projection falls within
the limits of substantial compliance . For this reason, staff are recommending
approval for the-City of Signal Hill SRRE.

ALYSIS:

SRRE Adequacy

SRRE Adequacy YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" Responses:

The Solid Waste Generation Study (SWGS), as submitted, does not meet the
following criteria . Changes in tonnage are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . The
following changes decrease the City's projected waste generation in 2000,
herefore, the amount of transformation that can be counted as diversion
owards the 2000 goal is decreased . Hence, staff subtracted 71 tons from

diversion and added it to disposal .
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Green (yard) waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as
diverted in 2000 . Although green waste diverted for use a ADC may count for up
to 7% of the 25% diversion goal in 1995, because the Broad's policy expires on
December 31, 1997, it may not be counted as diversion in 2000 . Therefore,
staff subtracted 1,114 tons from diversion and added it to disposal.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . Transformation
at a facility without a Solid Waste Facility Permit was included as disposal.
Staff subtracted 610 tons from disposal and generation.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Therefore,
staff subtracted 30 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 70 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, staff subtracted 70 tons
from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Signal Hill SWGS Base year 1995 2000

Projections Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen. Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 15,990 2,800 18,790 15,770 5,110 20,880 11,140 12,070 23,210

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Scrap metals 0 (-70) (-70) 0 (-70) (-70) 0 (-70) (-70)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-70) (-70) 0 (-70) (-70) 0 (-70) (-70)

Transformation (unpermitted) (-610) 0 (-610) (-610) 0 (-610) (-610) 0 (-610)
Hazardous Waste (-30) 0 (-30) (-30) 0 (-30) (-30) 0 (-30)
Transformation (to 10%) 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 (-71) 0
ADC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,114 (-1,114) 0

Corrected Totals 15,350 2,730 18,080 15,130 5,040 20,170 11,685 10,815 22,500

Claimed Diversion Rates 14 .9% 24 .5% 52 .0%
Corrected Diversion Rates 15.1% 25.0% 48.1%

Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) Adequacy

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et.
seq . for the following areas :
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Signal Hill HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X
Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X
Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X
Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Signal is participating in the County of Los Angeles' Household
Hazardous Waste (HHW) program to ensure that the HHW generated by city
residents is properly disposed of . HHW "roundups" are held approximately every
other week at various locations in the county . The City of Signal Hill
advertises these events to city residents in the local newspaper . Load
checking operations are conducted by the County Sanitation Districts . The city
is also working with the City of :Long Beach in the development of HHW program
to augment the county's program . This new program should be operating by the
end of the year.

Staff recommends approval of the City of Signal hill HHWE.

ATTACHMENTS:

•1 . Resolution #94-287

	

Approval for the SRRE for the City of Signal Hill
2 .

	

Resolution #94-288

	

Approval for the HHWE for the City of Signal Hill

Prepared by : Mitchell Weiss

	

MlIn/ Phone : 255-2664
Prepared by : Chris Deidrick Phone : 255-2308

Reviewed by : John Sitts

	

CAC C"\ Phone : 255-2422
IatFP

Reviewed by : Lloyd Dillon Phone : 255-2303

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix CAC- Ccb/) Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman a.t . ~ ' 4:(~, .. 1 Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : Date/time : rfinv. S;3O/,y

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-280

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SIGNAL HILL

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Signal Hill drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Signal Hill submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 18, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
HHWE for the City of Signal Hill.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California . Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is .
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-287

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF SIGNAL HILL

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each .city prepare and
adopt a Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which
includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include
a program for the management of solid waste generated within the
City, consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in
PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the City and cities will achieve
the diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste
used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in
the year 2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which
sunsets December 31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the
jurisdiction's diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution,
the Board does not intend to limit its ability to consider
changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq.
and recommends approval ; and

• NOW, . THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
SRRE for the City of Signal Hill.

•

23B



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

2q



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # AL

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Temple City, Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Temple City has selected several programs to reach the mandated goals . The City has
selected to expand the residential curbside collection to all single family
residents in the City . Mixed paper will be added' to the program in the medium-term
planning period . The City will also collect yard waste at the curbside for single
family residents . The City will provide multifamily units with shared collection
bins . The City will continue its' in-house programs by collecting newspaper and
aluminum cans from their waste streams . City will expand this program to include

, corrugated cardboard and mixed office paper.

The City plans to conduct a voluntary commercial recycling program in the short-
term . The City will provide technical assistance and educate the businesses on
recycling . In the medium-term, the City may require mandatory recycling.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Temple City's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

OLYSIS:
SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No° responses:

Planning Area of Concern:

Composting Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
-cyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,

their first Annual report to the Board.

•
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The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 11 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 11 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

AREAS OF CONCERN :

	

Pages VI-9 to 12, of the City of Temple City's SRRE, indicate
that a program to divert green waste for use as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) will
be "utilized as a contingency measure ." Please note that green waste diverted for
use as ADC may count for up to 7% of the 25% diversion goal in 1995, however,
because the Board's policy (attached) expires on December 31, 1997, it may not be
counted as diversion in 2000 . The City may need to identify other diversion
programs for green waste after 1997.

The City of Temple City Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 28,668 686 29,354 20,410 9,836 30,246 15,589 15,575 31,164
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Scrap metals 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-1
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-11) 0 (-11) (-11)

Corrected Totals 28,668 675 29,343 20,410 9,825 30,235 15,589 15,564 31,153
Claimed diversion rates 2 .390 .32 :5% '50.0%
Corrected diversion rates 2.3%n 32.5% 50.0%

HBWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas :

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

•
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The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection
program that will operate approximately 96 days a year .

	

The County also plans to
expand the education and public information program to educate all County residents
on HHW.

Staff recommend approval for Temple City's Household Hazardous Waste Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

• City identified three facilities they will utilize to meet the mandated goals.
facilities are Athens Sorting Line, Wood Recycling Center, and Puente Hills

Landfill alternative daily cover program.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Temple City's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 94-289 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Temple City
2 : Resolution # 94-290 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Temple City
3 . Resolution * 94-291 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Temple City

Prepared by : Traci R .
sue.

Perrr Phone : 255-2311

Reviewed by :
LC&

Phone : 255-2303Lloyd Dillon

II K-Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix
,/
`i"V Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . )/I/JL tIIA Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :

Friedman
C)
!' Vitt Date/time :mll c/ J~!3O'm-

•
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ATTACHMENT #1

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-289

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TEMPLE CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Temple City.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

.
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-290

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TEMPLE CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, . and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE; and

WHEREAS, The City of Temple City drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Temple City submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 10,
1994, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Temple City.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated .:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-291

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TEMPLE CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Temple City.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 041

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element for the
City of Torrance, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Torrance has undertaken a range of source reduction, recycling, and
composting programs in response to AB 939 . The City's projected diversion rates are
46 .3% for 1995 and 57 .2% for 2000 . The corrected SRRE diversion rates are 39% for
1995 and 51 .6% for 2000.

The City .has established an aggressive backyard composting program which has been in
effect for two years, a city park has been selected as one of the county's
composting demonstration sites, and the Master Composter program is enjoying
continued success . The City has also implemented a pilot curbside collection
program for single family households, to be extended citywide, plans to implement a
multifamily residential recycling program, and has established a City office
recycling program . A public education program has been developed to educate
residents, businesses, and institutions about source reduction and recycling.
Lastly, a proposed program to deal with construction and demolition (C&D) waste will
require contractors to use 50% recycled asphalt in all city paving contracts and to
•ert 50% of their C&D waste.

Staff recommends that the Committee approve the Source Reduction and Recycling
Element for the City of Torrance.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Agenda Item #41
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the table below.

Restricted Materials . Staff notified the City as required by PRC Section 41801 .5
that documentation was needed to substantiate the base-year diversion claims for
restricted waste types in a letter dated June 2, 1994 . The SWGS contains base-year
diversion claims for 21,703 tons of restricted waste types . The City submitted a
letter, dated July 22, 1994, that stated 1,571 tons were tin cans, which are not a
restricted waste type . Staff has determined that documentation submitted for
diversion claims for 21,703 tons of restricted waste types is insufficient.
Therefore, 21,703 tons were subtracted from diversion and generation . The table
shows diversion of 21,703 tons of restricted materials, including 7,806 tons of
inert solids, and 13,897 tons of scrap metals (5,891 tons of ferrous metals, and
8,006 tons of non-ferrous metals).

AREA OF CONCERN:

The Yard Waste/Composting Component contains a plan to use yard waste for landfill
cover as a diversion alternative . Board staff received a letter, dated Sept 1,
1994, which states that the City does not intend to claim diversion credit for
Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) to an extent greater than the Board allows . The Cit`.
plans to include in its first annual report, information regarding how the City
intends to meet its goals, in light of the ADC policy.

Torrance

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-7,806)
(-13,897)

0
0

(-21,703)

Gen . Dis.

179,144 97,402

(-7,806) 0
(-13,897) 0

0 0
0 0

(-21,703) 0

157,441 97,402Corrected Totals

140,288 38,856

140,288 17,153

1995

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

83,980 181,382 79,396 106,318 185,714

(-7,806)
(-13,897)

0
0

(-21,703)

(-7,806)
(-13,897)

0
0

(-21,703)

(-7,806)
(-13,897)

0
0

(-21,703)

(-7,806)
(-13,897)

0
0

(-21,703)

159,679 79,396 84,615

57:2%

62,277

.46.3%
39:0%

164,011

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates
21 .7%
10.9%
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E

is NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City has identified the following NDFEs (all located outside the City) it uses
or may use in the future to implement its SRRE : 7 recycling/transfer stations, 2
regional intermediate processing centers, 5 material recovery facilities, 4
composting facilities, and 1 landfill green waste processing center (for ADC).

Staff recommends approval of the City of Torrance's Nondisposal Facility Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :Resolution # 94-292 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Torrance
resolution # 94-293 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Torrance

Prepared by :	 Sharron L . Leaon

Prepared by :	 Claire Miller

Phone : 255-2666

Phone : 255-2418

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon	 n a	 Phone :	 255-2359

Reviewed by :	 John Sins .~_	 Phone :	 255-2422

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekeri	
*
	 Q	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman (~/91t

/
F/iGyt/t~	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 ('D	 Date/time :	 7/7/5	 3 : 3o,/AK

•

m e :\[Sv_cm\ay.na,\a~.ax\.~toi[. .Ane
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION it 94-292

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF TORRANCE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all(WHEREAS,
source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Torrance.

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-293

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF TORRANCE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Torrance . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #4a
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Walnut, Los Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Walnut has selected an extensive program which touches on most areas of
waste management . The programs include curbside recycling, yard waste curbside
collection program, buy-back centers, and expanded in-house recycling program . The
City will develop a mobile/stationary drop-off collection system for multifamily
dwellers.

The City has planned a number of educational programs . To - address the residential
sector, the City plans to develop a bilingual campaign to include public awareness
and participation in diversion programs . The City will develop school curricula
that educates students of source reduction, recycling and composting . The City also
plans to target large generators to encourage them to reduce or recycle their
wastes . Waste audits will be conducted on certain businesses and the results
publicized.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Walnut's Source Reduction and Recycling
Element.

4WLYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO 1
All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for

cyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
their first Annual report to the Board.
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Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Staff subtracted
96 tons of commercial hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 116 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 116 tons from diversion
and generation.

Areas of concern:

The composting contingency plan states mulch or wood chips may be used for refuse
derived fuel (RDF) . Waste sent to facilities which do not have a Solid Waste
Facilities Permit is not considered to be disposed and should not be included in
disposal tonnages.

The table on page 4-8 and page 4-17 shows the diversion of green waste for use as
Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) . Green waste diverted for use as ADC may be counted
towards reaching the 25* diversion goal in 1995, however, because the Board's policy
expires on December 31, 1997 this material may not be counted as diversion in 2000
Green waste diverted for use as ADC can only count for up to 7 's diversion throuc •
1997 . The City projects a solid waste generation of 18,326 tons in 1995 and 7W o_
this total is 1,283 tons . The actual amount the City can claim will be determined
as a percent of the actual tons disposed in 1995 . The City's letter of August 31,
1994 clearly states the 1995 & 2000 projections for yard/green waste diversion was
estimated on the basis of other end uses, not including ADC . No change to the City's
projection amounts is needed .

•

Walnut

Original Claim

Changes to claimed manages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

Corrected Totals

Base year

Dis .

	

Div. Gem Dis.

17,703 11,934

0 0

(-102) 0

0 0

(-14) 0

(-116) 0

(-96) (-96)

17,491 11,838

14,539 3,164

(-96)

14,443 3,048

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected . diversion :rates`

),179%

17.4%

1995

Div.

6,604

6,488

35.4%

Gen . Dis.

18,538 9,237

0 0

(-102) 0

0 0

(-14) 0

(-116) 0

(-96) (-96)

18,326 9,141

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

10,187 19,424

(-96)

19,212

•

10,071

52.4%

52.4%

.2S3
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This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County-sponsored programs which includes periodic
Household Hazardous Collection events, a HHW hotline for event information, and
flyers publicizing the events . The County will also implement a mobile collection
program that will operate approximately 96 days a year .

	

The County also plans to
expand the education and public information program to educate residents on HHW.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Walnut's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies one facility, Bradley Recycling
Center, the City currently sends waste to meet the mandated goals . The City
identified 6 facilities that may be used in the future . In addition, the City also
identifies the utilization of Spadra Landfill-and Puente Hills Landfill for
diversion of yard waste which is to be used as alternative daily cover.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Walnut's Nondisposal Facility Element.

•



Local Assistance and Planning Committee Agenda Item #y '
Pagel')September 19, 1994

ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 94-294 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Walnut
2 : Resolution # 94-295 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Walnut
3 : Resolution # 94-296 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Walnut

Prepared by :

	

Traci R . Perry ' Phone : 255-2311
cE~

Phone : 255-2303Reviewed by : ,	Llovd Dillon

Reviewed by :

	

Lorraine Van Kekerix CSC (41VI) Phone : 255-2670

Mr

	

.
Reviewed by :

	

Judith J . Friedman

	

(

	

.~. iPhone : 255-2302
C/

Legal Review :

	

012 3 ' D3(k..Date/time :

	

//Oy

255



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-296

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WALNUT

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
.feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Walnut .

2.S



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-295

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WALNUT

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, . and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE; and

WHEREAS, The City of Walnut drafted and adopted their final HHWE
in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Walnut submitted their final HHWE to the
Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 1, 1994, and
the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on-review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Walnut.

- CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-296

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF WALNUT

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Walnut . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director •
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #4q

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element,and
the Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of West Hollywood, Los
Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of West Hollywood's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 29 .2% and 59 .3% for
the year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes change these
percentages to 28 .8% for 1995 and 58 .2% for the year 2000 . Even with the restricted
wastes removed, the projected diversion rates are sufficient to achieve the mandated
goals.

Achieving these goals is accomplished through a variety of programs . The City plans
to expand the existing curbside residential collection program, allow continued use
of drop-off centers as well as encourage a buy-back center operation and enforce
their polystyrene prepared food packaging ban . A few of the City's new programs
include : the establishment of a drop-off site for green waste ; a program for green
waste information/education ; the development of a procurement policy favoring the
use of compost-based products ; procurement of retreaded tires for City vehicles,
encourage use of reclaimed construction and demolition material ; utilize a full-time
Public Information and Outreach Specialist and develop seminars and workshops to
ucate property owners and tenants about city-wide multi-family recycling efforts.

aff recommends approval of the City of West Hollywood's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES II NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

ti

nning Areas of Concern:

ycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommends that the City fully develop a market development strategy for
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Page 2

recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Transformation at
a facility without a Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) was claimed as diverted in
2000 . Staff subtracted 758 tons from diversion and generation.

Disposal Tonnages . Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . Transformation at a
facility without a SWFP was included as disposal . Staff subtracted 758 tons from
disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 544 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 544 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

SWGS Area of Concern:

Green waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) may not be claimed as diverted in
2000 . The City did not provide information on the amount of ADC to be used in 2000
as it was only a contingency plan . Green Waste used as ADC may contribute up to 7W
of the 25% diversion goal in 1995 . However, because the Board's policy expires on
December 31, 1997, this material may not be counted as diversion in 2000.

West Hollywood Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

2000

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 36,704 6,556
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Transformation (-758)

0

(-544)

0

0

(-544)

Corrected Totals 35,946 6,013

43,260 31,926

0 0

(-544) 0

0 0

0 0

(-544) 0

(-758) (-758)

41,959 31,168

13,156

0

(-544)
0

0

(-544)

12,613

Gen . Dis.

45,082 19,108

0 0

(-544) 0

0 0

0 0

(-544) 0

(-758)

43,781 19,108

27,873

0

(-544)

0

0

(-544)

(-758)

26,572

46,981

0

(-544)

0

0

(-544)

(-758)

45,680

1995

Claimed diversion rates z'.

Corrected diversion rates
15 .2%

14.3%

29.2% 593%

58.2%

2co



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994

Agenda Item #4
Page 3

The HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas.

HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No HHWE ADEQUACY Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of West Hollywood participates in the County sponsored Household Hazardous
Waste Programs . These programs include periodic collection events, a hotline for
event information, and flyers publicizing the events . The County will implement a
mobile collection program that will operate approximately 96 days per year . The
education and public information program will be expanded for all County residents.

In addition to the County programs, the City of West Hollywood intends to initiate a
monitoring program by the licensed waste haulers in the City . As a condition of
receiving a permit to collect solid waste within the City, each hauler will submit a
HHW plan which includes a complete description of how the waste hauler will monitor

HHW within the wastestream . The enforcement of the monitoring program will be
ducted by the Environmental Services Division (ESD).

Staff recommends approval for the City of West Hollywood's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

The NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

NDFE ADEQUACY Yes

	

II No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of West Hollywood identified two facilities that they will use to reach
their mandated goals . The facilities are the Falcon Recycling Center located in
Wilmington, California and the Bradley Landfill Recycling Center located in Sun
Valley.

Area of Concern:

•appears that the City has described the total diversion from landfilling that the
multi-unit recycling program has achieved rather than the amount of waste that the
City of West Hollywood sends to the Falcon Recycling Facility . The City should

2c2.
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provide an estimate of the amount of waste sent from the City to the Falcon

	

•

Recycling Facility upon incorporation into the SRRE.

Staff recommends approval for the City of West Hollywood's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS :

1 :

	

Resolution #94-297 Approval for the
2 :

	

Resolution #94-298 Approval for the
3 :

	

Resolution #94-299 Approval for the

SRRE for the
HHWE for the
NDFE for the

City of West Hollywood
City of West Hollywood
City of West Hollywood

Prepared by : Susan J . O'Leary
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1Legal Review :
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-297

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,

•recycled, or composted; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 251 by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of West
Hollywood .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-298

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of West Hollywood drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of West Hollywood submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 2, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of West Hollywood.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

245



ATTACHMENT #3
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-299

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE; and

WHEREAS, based .on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all•
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, HE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of West Hollywood.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first'
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the CaliforniaIntegrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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AGENDA ITEM . # SO

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element and for the City of Westlake Village, Los
Angeles County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Westlake Village's SRRE projects diversion for 1995 as 25% and 50% for
the year 2000 . However, adjustments to remove restricted wastes and hazardous waste
oil change these percentages to 24 .3% for 1995 and 49 .8% for the year 2000 . The
removal of restricted wastes results in the substantial compliance for the 1995
mandate and the year 2000 mandated diversion goal.

The City of Westlake Village has selected a variety of programs to reach the
mandated goals . The City has selected backyard composting, waste audits, local
procurement, and a rate structure modification for source reduction.

The City plans to expand the curbside collection program citywide by implementing a
multiple-container system or a commingled system . The City will have buy-back and
drop-off centers as well . The City also plans to require multi-family developments
to provide recycling opportunities for its residents . In addition, the City

ected'a curbside yard waste collection program for both residential and
mercial sectors . The yard waste collected will be transported to a composting

cility.

Staff recommend an approval for the City of Westlake's Source Reduction and
Recycling Element.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

•
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

Planning Areas of Concern:

Recycling Component - Information on market development was limited in the SRRE.
Staff recommend that the City more fully develop a market development strategy for
recyclables . The City should include their strategy, along with changes in markets,
in their first Annual report to the Board.

Funding Component - Staff has concerns regarding the evaluation of funding
mechanisms to accommodate potentially changing economic conditions and flexibility.
The City should include the evaluation of their funding mechanisms, identifying any
changes in funding sources, in their first Annual Report to the Board.

The SWGS, as subtititted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

Commercial and industrial waste oil is defined as
"hazardous waste," which is not "normally disposed ." Staff subtracted 25 tons of
commercial and industrial waste oil from baseyear diversion and generation, and 55
tons were subtracted from baseyear disposal and generation .

	

In addition, 26 tons
of waste oil were subtracted from diversion and generation in 1995, and 94 tons were
subtracted from disposal and generation in 1995 . Lastly, 27 tons of waste oil were
subtracted from diversion and generation for the year 2000, and 98 tons were
subtracted from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials .

	

No documentation of diversion claims for 125 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Staff subtracted 125 tons from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Westlake Village Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 11,382 1,483 12,865 9,902 3,303 13,205 6,847 6,837 13,684
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Scrap metals 0 (-125) (-125) 0 (-125) (-125) 0 (-125) (-125)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Subtotal 0 (-125) (-125) 0 (-125) (-125) 0 (-125) (-125)

Hazardous waste oil (-55) (-25) (-80) (-94) (-26) (-120) (-98) (-27) (-125)

Corrected Totals 11,327 1,333 12,660 9,808 3,152 12,960 6,749 6,685 13,434

Claimed.diversion razes 1 .4% . : :25% . 50%,
Corrected diversion rates 10 .5% 24 3% 49 8%
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This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City of Westlake Village is participating with the County's extensive HHW
programs which include : Periodic HHW collection events, mobile collection program,
load checking program, recycling program for HHW, and a public education and
information program.

Staff recommend approval of the City of Westlake Village's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City of Westlake Village identified 4 existing facilities, and 1 proposed
transfer station that the County intends to utilize to implement the mandated goals.
In addition, the City also identifies the utilization of 6 other recycling
facilities that are not required to obtain a solid waste facilities permit.

Staff recommend approval for the City of Westlake Village's Nondisposal Facility
Element.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-300 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Westlake Village
Resolution # 94-301 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Westlake Village

. Resolution # 94-302 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Westlake Village
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-302

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all

410 feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs whileidentifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Westlake
Village .

2'11



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-301

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE; and

WHEREAS, The City of Westlake Village drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Westlake Village submitted their final HHWE
to the Board for approval which was deemed complete on June 8,
1994, and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or
disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Westlake
Village .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-302

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF WESTLPIKE VILLAGE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Westlake Village.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
. Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #5%

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the Unincorporated Area of Los Angeles
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The County of Los Angeles has selected a number of programs to reach the mandated
goals . The County's plan targets all sectors of the wastestream.

To promote source reduction, the County plans to provide technical assistance,
education, and promotion programs which include waste evaluations, backyard
composting and public recognition . Most notably, the County has implemented a
"Master Composter" program . Recycling activities will be accomplished by curbside
recycling, buy-back and drop-off recycling programs, and multi-family collection.
The County's composting program includes a decentralized pre-processing and material
storage, an ordinance to require at-source separation and collection of yard waste,
and implementation of a yard waste collection system.

The County's education program has many facets as well . The program targets the
residential sector to promote awareness and participation in diversion programs.

program will be expanded to include seminars, demonstrations, and workshops.
County has a hotline number for citizens to call regarding recycling questions.

e County plans to develop a speakers bureau for community meetings and will have
informational booth and displays at community events . The County will also develop
videos for schools 'and curricular materials.

Staff found the SRRE content to be adequate but after adjusting the base year data
for materials claimed as alternative daily cover and excluded wastes, the year 2000
diversion projection fell to 46 percent . The 1995 diversion projections remained
well above the required diversion rate, at 31 .4 percent . For this reason, staff
recommends conditional approval for the County of Los Angeles's SRRE . As a
condition, the City must provide further information in their first Annual Report
describing expansion of existing programs, or additional programs, that will be
implemented to reach the 50% mandated goal.

•

•
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ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES J NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Green (yard) •
waste used as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in 1995 and
2000 . Green waste diverted for use as Alternative Daily Cover may be counted
towards 7% of the 25% diversion goal in 1995, as stated in the Boards ADC Policy.
The Board's policy expires on December 31, 1997 and ADC may not be counted as
diversion in 2000 . Therefore 83,202 tons were subtracted from diversion and added
to disposal in 2000.

Normally Disposed of : Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Staff subtracted
1,892 tons of commercial, industrial, marine, and other waste categories of
hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials : No documentation of diversion claims for 2,120 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, 2,120 tons were subtracted
from diversion and generation.

Area of Concern : The General Survey Approach indicates some comparable data was
adjusted based on the field sampling and data from another jurisdiction . The County
did not explain why the data is comparable . If the characterization data is not
comparable, the County's selected diversion programs which target particular waste
types may not achieve the 25% and 50% waste reduction goals . Waste Characterization
may become a plan implementation issue .

•
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
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Unincorporated Base year
Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .
2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 1,042,692 65,379 1,108,071 859,343 394,340 1,253,683 682,450 735,977 1,418,427
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 (-420) (-420) 0 (-420) (-420) 0 (-420) (-420)
Scrap metals 0 (-1,401) (-1,401) 0 (-1,401) (-1,401) 0 (-1,401) (-1,401)
Agricultural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
White goods 0 (-281) (-281) 0 (-281) (-281) 0 (-281) (-281)

Subtotal 0 (-2,102) (-2,102) 0 (-2,102) (-2,102) 0 (-2,102) (-2,102)

Transformation 0 0 0
Hazardous Waste (-1,892) (-1,892) (-1,892) (-1,892) (-1,892) (-1,892)

ADC 0 0 0 0 83,202 (-83,202) 0
Corrected Totals 1,040,800 63,277 1,104,077 857,451 392,238 1,249,689 763,760 650,673 1',414,433
Claimed diversion rates 5 .9% .31 .5% 51 .9%
Corrected diversion rates

	

. : 5 .7% 31 .4% 46.0%

HHWE

t This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The County has implemented a countywide household hazardous collection program . The
Los Angeles Board of Supervisors approved a $ .56/ton charge on all waste disposed in
the County . The County then developed, in coordination with the Los Angeles County
Sanitation Districts, a household hazardous waste collection program.

The program initially provided periodic roundups for county residents . A mobile
collection program was implemented to take place of the periodic rounds . The mobile
collection programs consists of 2 mobile collection units each operating a maximum
•48 days per year (96 collection days) . The County updates and distributes a

endar of HHW collection events and a list of County and city contacts .

%
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A household hazardous hotline was set-up to provide an easy access on HHW management
issues and provides a list of facilities and locations that can be utilized by
residents for proper management of their HHW.

Load-checking programs are also in place at solid waste facilities and transfer
stations.

Staff recommend an approval the County of Los Angeles's Household Hazardous Waste
Element.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The County's Nondisposal Facility Element identifies 20 existing materials recover
facilities/transfer station, and 9 proposed material recovery facilities that the
County intends to utilize to implement the mandated goals . In addition, the County
also identifies the utilization of four landfills for diversion of yard waste which
is to be used as alternative daily cover.

Staff recommend approval for the County of Los Angeles's Nondisposal Facility
Element .
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ATTACHMENTS:

1 : Resolution # 94-251
Angeles County

Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the County of Los

2 : Resolution # 94-252
County

Approval for the HHWE for the County of Los Angeles

3 : Resolution # 94-253
County

Approval for the NDFE for the County of Los Angeles

Prepared by :	 Traci R . Perri/ 42ttV	 Phone :	 255-2311

Phone :	 255-2303

Phone :	 255-2422

Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman'

	

~ .Iv
.j

.

	

-- Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review :	 Date/time :	 97/'t4h?6:(I3!9

Reviewed by :	 Lloyd Dillon

Reviewed by :	 John Sitts	
~?~

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix. W

•
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ATTACHMENT #1

•

	

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94=251

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the County,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the County's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of
all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs

while identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity
that will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the
source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, during review of the SRRE, staff determined that waste used
as Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) was claimed as diverted in the year
2000 . Based on the Board's adopted ADC policy, which sunsets December
31, 1997, staff subtracted this waste from the jurisdiction's
diversion tonnage . In adopting this resolution, the Board does not
intend to limit its ability to consider changes to its ADC policy;

WHEREAS, based on review of the County's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . except that the
plan only projects a diversion rate of 46% for the year 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, CCR Section 18785 provides that the Board may conditionally
approve SRREs, and Board staff recommends that the County's SRRE be
conditionally approved ; and

•
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the County of
Los Angeles .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-252

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41510 requires that each county draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
unincorporated area of the county; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The County of Los Angeles drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The County of Los Angeles submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 26, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the County of Los Angeles.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on August 31, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-253

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element- (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County of Los Angeles.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

283



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM *n
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Nondisposal Facility Element, and the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Napa, Napa County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Napa's SRRE is adequate and substantially complies with the solid waste
disposal reduction mandates . As corrected by Board staff, the SRRE projects waste
diversion rates of 30 .7% for 1995 and 49 .7% for the year 2000 . The City of Napa has
implemented a wide variety of diversion programs including curbside collection for
recyclable materials and yard waste . The City's yard waste is diverted through a
regional compost facility located adjacent to the City . In addition, the City of
Napa is utilizing drop-off and buy-back recycling centers which will help the City
achieve the mandated goals . The requirements for both the NDFE and HHWE for the
City of Napa have been adequately addressed and all of the required information was
provided.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

ti
TY'OF NAPA SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

I required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed ." Therefore,
staff subtracted 97 tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste from
disposal and generation.

Base-year Diversion Claims . Diversion programs/facilities were not identified
for the diversion claimed . Transformation for wood fuel going to a facility
without a SWFP was included as diversion . As such, staff subtracted 16 tons from
diversion and generation.
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Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 992 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Therefore, staff subtracted 992 tons
from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria and substantially complies with
waste diversion mandates.

Areas of concern:

The City used comparable data from Glendale for the purpose of residential waste
characterization, and discussed the economic and demographic similarities within
their Waste Characterization Study (see pages 54-56 and Table 2 .4 .2) . Both Cities
have very similar types of employment and number of persons per household . Although
Glendale is more heavily populated, per the SWGS, "the Glendale study represents the
best data available to estimate the characteristics of Napa residential waste ."
Staff recognizes that limited data was available at the time of this study and that
the City used what they believed to be the best available data at that time . In the
future, more characterization studies should be available for comparison purposes.
The City should re-examine the use of Glendale for comparable data at the time of
the first annual report . In order to meet the 50% diversion requirements, it will
become increasingly more important to have good characterization data to target the
appropriate waste categories for diversion programs.

Please note that staff used the values from the SWGS (Tables 2 .7 .1 and 2 .7 .2) for
analysis purposes . Tables 3 & 4 in the Executive Summary had slightly different
values .

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div.
60,253 7,609

(-97)
0

0
(-992)

0
0

(-992)

0

(-16)
60,156 6,601

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste
Transformation

City of Napa

67,862 50,089

0 0
(-992) 0

0 0
0 0

(-992) 0

(-97) (-97)
(-16) 0

66,757 49,992

23,162

0
(-992)

0
0

(-992)

0
(-16)

22,154

Gen . Dis.
73,251 40,073

0 0
(-992) 0

0 0
0 0

(-992) 0

(-97) (-97)
(-16) 0

72,146 39,976

40,541

0
(-992)

0
0

(-992)

0
(-16)

39,533

Original Claim

Corrected Totals

1995 2000

Div .

	

Gen.

80,614

0
.(-992)

0
0

(-992)

(-97)
(-16)

79,509
Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion :ratptg

50 ' 3%
49.7%
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Staff recommends approval of the City's SRRE.

HHWE

The City's overall objective for the HHWE is to reduce the amount of household
hazardous waste that is stored within the home and subsequently disposed . The City
has a goal of diverting 50 percent by the year 1995 and 100 percent by the year 2000
of household hazardous wastes now entering the landfill . The City has committed to
the development of a household hazardous waste information/public education program
and periodic collection programs . The targeted materials for the City are car
batteries, used motor oil, and latex paint . About 0 .9 percent of all waste entering
the landfill is household hazardous waste.

The HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for
the following areas.

HHWE ADEQUACY

	

I Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

gram Selection X Funding X

Staff recommends approval of the City's HHWE.

NDFE

The City of Napa's NDFE identifies and describes the utilization of a planned
transfer station and a recycling and yard waste composting facility.

The NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for
the following areas:

CITY OF NAPA NDFE ADEQUACY Yes I No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Staff recommends approval of the City's NDFE .
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ATTACHMENTS:

1: Resolution # 94-306 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Napa
2: Resolution # 94-307 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Napa
3: Resolution It 94-308 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Napa

Prepared by :	 Steve DeMellc	 Phone :	 255-2426

Prepared by :	 Sherrie Sala-Moore,i 71T1 	 Phone :	 255-2649

Reviewed by :	 Dianne Ranae	 Phone :	 255-2304

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van KekerixVK	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman(f .	 "	 ; /; •^`~4't~" 	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 'I	 Date/time :	 9/0	 3%2g-t,.,
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-306

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NAPA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,

•recycled, or composted; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Napa submitted their final SRRE to the Board for
approval which was deemed complete on May 26, 1994, and the Board has
120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the City of Napa.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-307

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF NAPA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Napa drafted and adopted their final HHWE in
accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Napa submitted their final HHWE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on May 26, 1994, and the
Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Napa.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #94-308

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF NAPA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section ' 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Napa submitted their final NDFE to the Board
for approval which was deemed complete on June 24, 1994, and the
Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of the
Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Napa . Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the
SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

taco



LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

California Integrated Waste Management Board

AGENDA ITEM # .̀l3
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Multi-
Jurisdictional Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the County of
San Mateo, and the Cities of Atherton, Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly
City, East Palo Alto, Foster City, Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo
Park, Portola Valley, Redwood City, San Carlos, San Mateo,and Woodside,
San Mateo County

STAFF COMMENTS:

This multi-jurisdictional document represents the joint effort of fifteen cities and
the county . The baseline diversion level within the San Mateo County multi-
jurisdictional area accounted for approximately 9 to 19 percent through source
reduction, recycling, and composting . The individual cities' projections of
diversion range from 23% to 41 .7% for the year 1995 and from 47 .7% to 66% for the
year 2000 . Curbside collection of recyclables occurs in each jurisdiction . The
plan sets goals and objectives for reaching the mandates which adhere to the waste
management hierarchy . A central theme of the plan is the cooperative working
relationship amongst the sixteen jurisdictions . An informal implementation
mechanism exists wherein county staff develops and implements programs within each
of the participating cities . A recent example is the backyard composting program in
which the county distributed bins to residents in each jurisdiction . Other programs
the county has implemented include ongoing public education including the

Btribution of a holiday source reduction guide and recycling services directories
both residential and commercial sectors . The county is now looking into a

centralized composting facility . Overall, the selected programs are adequately
funded and have public education highlighted as a central theme, with monitoring and
evaluation methods clearly delineated.

Staff recommends approval of the Multi-Jurisdictional SRRE for the cities of
Atherton, Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Foster City, Half
Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Redwood City, San Carlos, San Mateo and the
Unincorporated Areas of San Mateo County.

Staff recommends conditional approval of the SRRE for the cities of Portola Valley
and Woodside.

ANALYSIS :

2q 1



Local Assistance and Planning Committee
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Pagee

SAN MATEO MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL SRRE ADEQUACY (Excluding the cities of
Burlingame,Portola Valley and Woodside)

YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

UNINCORPORATED AREA OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 52 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 8,927 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 8,927 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-8,675)
(-238)

0

(-14)

(-8,927)

(-52)
69,580

	

16,886

Gen . Dis.

95,445 64,688

(-8,675) 0

(-238) 0

0 0

(-14) 0

(-8,927) 0

(-52) (-52)

86,466 64,636

Unincorporated County

Original Claim

Corrected Totals

69,632 25,813

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous waste

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

Gen . Dis.

100,400 41,264

(-8,675) 0

(-238) 0

0 0

(-14) 0

(-8,927) 0

(-52) (-52)

91,421 41,212

1995 2000

Div .

	

Gen.Div.

35,712 65,163 106,427

(-8,675)

(-238)

0

(-14)

(-8,927)

(-8,675)

(-238)

0

(-14)

(-8,927)

(-8,675)

(-238)

0

(-14)

(-8,927)

(-52)

97,4426,785 56,236

29.3%

it2%

57.7%

242
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CITY OF ATHERTON

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criterion . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 1,300 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 1,300 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of Atherton
Dis.

Original Claim 6,715
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0
Scrap metals 0
Agricultural waste 0
White goods 0

Subtotal 0
otrected Totals 6,715

Base year

Div.

2,354

(-1,300)
0
0
0

(-1,300)
1,054

1995

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

9,069 5,484 4,008 9,492

(-1,300) 0 (-1,300) (-1,300)
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

(-1,300) 0 (-1,300) (-1,300)

7,769 5,484 2,708 8,192

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

3,782

3,782

(-1,300)
0
0
0

(-1,300)

4,412

5,712

(-1,300)
0
0
0

(-1,300)

9,494

8,194

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rain

26`0%

13 6%

•
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CITY OF COLMA

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 5 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 1 ton of a restricted
waste type has been received . 1 ton was subtracted from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

1995

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis.

4,519 3,180 1,463 4,643 2,637

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0

(-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0

(-1) 0 (-1) (-1) 0

(-5) (-5) (-5) (-5)

4,513 3,175 1,462 4,637 2,632

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

2,938

	

5,575

0

2,937

	

5,569

City of Colma Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 3,839 680

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous waste

Corrected Totals 3,834 679

(-1)

(-1)

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

15:0%

15.0%

3l .5%

31.5%'

;152 .7: %

52.7%
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DALY CITY

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 98 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 6,678 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 6,678 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

•

Daly City

Original Claim
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
• Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-6,478)
(-194)

0
(-6)

(-6,678)

Gen . Dis.
76,367 51,028

(-6,478) 0
(-194) 0

0 0

(-6) 0
(-6,678) 0

(-98) (-98)
69,591 50,930

1995

Div.
28,508

(-6,478)
(-194)

0
(-6)

(-6,678)

21,830

Gen . Dis.
79,536 36,080

(-6,478) 0
(-194) 0

0 0

(-6) 0
(-6,678) 0

(-98) (-98)
72,760 35,982

Hazardous waste
Corrected Totals

59,354 17,013

(-98)
59,256 10,335

44,723 80,803

(-6,478)
(-194)

0
(-6)

(-6,678)

38,045 74,027

22.3%
14.9%

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

(-6,478)
(-194)

0
(-6)

(-6,678)

(-98)

Claimed diversion razes it
Corrected diversion rates

35 .8%
30.0%

55 .3 %
51.4%d
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CITY OF EAST PALO ALTO

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 57 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 7,449 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 7,449 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of East Palo Alto

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Gen . Dis.

56,772 26,919

(-7,354) 0

(-93) 0

0 0

(-2) 0

(-7,449) 0

(-57) (-57)

49,266 26,862

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 19,834 9,591 29,425 28,763 28,009

Hazardous waste (-57)

(-7,354)

(-93)
0

(-2)
(-7,449)

(-7,354)

(-93)
0

(-2)
(-7,449)

(-57) (-57)

(-7,354)

(-93)

0

(-2)
(-7,449)

Corrected Totals 19,777 2,142 21,919 28,706 20,560

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

59,533 86,452

(-7,354)

(-93)

0

(-2)
(-7,449)

(-7,35'
(-9:),

0

(-2)
(-7,449)

(-57)
52,084 78,946

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

, 32 :6%

9.8
49 .3%

':41.7%

68:9%

66.0%
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FOSTER CITY

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 59 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 10,287 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 10,287 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Gen . Dis.

50,341 19,754

(-10,155) 0

(-129) 0

0 0

(-3) 0

(-10,287) 0

(-59) (-59)

39,995 19,695

Foster City Base year

Dis.

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

2000

Div.

Original Claim 27,746 15,585 43,331 27,724 22,617 31,868 51,622

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

-Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous waste (-59)

(-10,155)

(-129)

0

(-3)

(-10,287)

(-10,155)

(-129)

0

(-3)

(-10,287)

(-59)

(-10,155)

(-129)

0

(-3)

(-10,287)

(-59)

(-10,155)

(-129)

0

(-3)

(-10,287)

(-10,155)

(-129)

0

(-3)

(-10,287)

(-59)

Corrected Totals 27,687 5,298 32,985 12,33027,665 21,581 41,276

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates

36's:0%

16.1%

44,9%

30.8%

61 .7%

52.3%

•
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CITY OF HALF MOON BAY

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 11 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 4,079 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 4,079 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

•

City of Half Moon Bay

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-4,027)

(-51)

0

(-1)

(-4,079)

Gen. Dis.

16,777 10,059

(-4,027) 0

(-51) 0

0 0

(-1) 0

(-4,079) 0

(-11) (-11)

12,687 10,048

1995

Div.

7,939

(-4,027)

(-51)

0

(-1)

(-4,079)

3,860

Gen . Dis.

17,998 7,940

(-4,027) 0

(-51) 0

0 0

(-1) 0

(-4,079) 0

(-11) (-11)

13,908 7,929

Hazardous waste

Corrected Totals

10,988 5,789

10,977 1,710

12,242 20,182

(4,027)

(-51)

0

(-1)

(4,079)

8,163 16,092

34 .5 %

13.5%

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates 27:8%

60.7%

50.7%

tqe
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CITY OF HILLSBOROUGH

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criterion . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 3 tons of restricted
waste types has been received . 3 tons were subtracted from diversion and
generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of Hillsborough

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

.White goods
Subtotal

Corrected Totals

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

0
(-3)

0
0

(-3)

8,006

	

1,215

1995

Gen. Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis.

9,224 6,502 3,008 9,510 4,862

0 0 0 0 0
(-3) 0 (-3) (-3) 0

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
(-3) 0 (-3) (-3) 0

9,221 6,502 3,005 9,507 4,862

8,006 1,218

2000

Div.

5,082 9,944

0
(-3)

0
0

(-3)

0

(-3)
0
0

(-3)

5,079 9,941

Claimed : diversion rates ;:f.

Corrected diversion rates'i
316%d

31.6%

51 .1%
51.1%d

2qq
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CITY OF MENLO PARK

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 45 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 15,431 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 15,431 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

1995

Div .

	

Gen . Dis.

36,054 86,899 36,017

(-15,232) (-15,232) 0

(-193) (-193) 0

0 0 0

(-6) (-6) 0

(-15,431) (-15,431) 0

(-45) (-45)

0

20,623 71,423 35,972

41 .5%

128.9%

City of Menlo Park

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Hazardous waste

Base year

Dis .

	

Div. Gen . Dis.

84,378 50,845

(-15,232) 0

(-193) 0

0 0

(-6) 0

(-15,431) 0

(-45) (-45)

0

68,902 50,800Corrected Totals

59,222 25,156

(-15,232)

(-193)

0

(6)
(-15,431)

(-45)

59,177 9,725

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates :)

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

52,392

	

88,409

(-15,232)

(-193)

0

(-6)
(-15,431)

(-45)
0

36,961

	

72,933

: : 59 .3%

507%

260
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REDWOOD CITY

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criterion . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 37,786 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 37,786 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Redwood City Base year

Dis .

	

Div . Gen . Dis.
179,517 106,513

(-37,293) 0
(-483) 0

0 0
(-10) 0

(-37,786) 0

141,731 106,513

1995

Div.
86,894

(-37,293)
(483)

0
(-10)

(-37,786)

49,108

Gen . Dis.

193,407 76,318

(-37,293) 0
(483) 0

0 0
(-10) 0

(-37,786) 0

155,621 76,31817,572124,159

Original Claim 124,159 55,358

(-37,293)
(-483)

0
(-10)

(-37,786)

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

130,586 206,904

(-37,293)
(483)

0
(-10)

(-37,786)

(-37,293)
(-483)

0
(-10)

(-37,786)

92,800 169,118

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

30 .8 %
12.4%

44.9%
31.6% 54.9%

•
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CITY OF SAN CARLOS

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 141 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 18,444 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 18,444 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

1995

Gen . Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis.
77,077 43,932 36,105 80,037 30,621

(-18,209) 0 (-18,209) (-18,209) 0
(-230) 0 (-230) (-230) 0

0 0 0 0 0
(-5) 0 (-5) (-5) 0

(-18,444) 0 (-18,444) (-18,444) 0

(-141) (-141) (-141) (-141)
58,492 43,791 17,661 61,452 30,480

City of San Carlos Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

2000

Div .

	

Gen.
Original Claim 49,961 27,116 49,273 79,894
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous waste (-141)

(-18,209)
(-230)

0
(-5)

(-18,444)

(-18,209)
(-230)

0
(-5)

(-18,444)

(-18,20'
(-23(~

0
(-5)

(-18,444)

(-141)
Corrected Totals 49,820 8,672 30,829 61,309

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

35 .2%

14.8%
:6E7%
50.3%

302
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CITY OF SAN MATEO

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 91 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Material . No documentation of diversion claims for 36,022 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 36,022 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of San Mateo

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-35,542)
(-470)

0
(-10)

(-36,022)

Gen. Dis.

184,028 93,208

(-35,542) 0

(-470) 0

0 0

(-10) 0

(-36,022) 0

(-91) (-91)

147,915 93,117

1995

Div.

99,446

(-35,542)

(470)
0

(-10)

(-36,022)

63,424

Gen. Dis.

192,654 68,630

(-35,542) 0

(-470) 0

0 0

(-10) 0

(-36,022) 0

(-91) (-91)

156,541 68,539

Hazardous waste

Corrected Totals

104,229 79,799

(-91)
104,138 43,777

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

132,601

(-35,542)

(-470)
0

(-10)

(-36,022)

(-35,542)

(-470)

0

(-10)

(-36,022)

(-91)

201,231

96,579 165,118

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates'

43.4%

29.6%
5L6%'

40.5%.
65.9%

'58.5%

303
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CITIES OF BELMONT AND BURLINGAME SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

CITY OF BELMONT

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 51 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 12,654 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 12,654 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

City of Belmont

Original Claim
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-12,505)
(-146)

0
(-3)

(-12,654)

Gen . Dis.
52,137 28,375

(-12,505) 0
(446) 0

0 0
(-3) 0

(-12,654) 0

.

	

(-51) (-51)

39,432 28,324

1995

Div.
24,275

(-12,505)
(-146)

0
(-3)

(-12,654)

11,621

Gen . Dis.
52,650 20,759

(-12,505) 0
(-146) 0

0 0
(-3) 0

(-12,654) 0

(-51) (-51)

39,945 20,708
Hazardous waste

Corrected Totals

32,021 20,116

(-51)
31,970

2000

Div .

	

Gen.
32,863 53,622

(-12,505)
(-146)

0
(-3)

(-12,654)

(-12,505)
(-146)

0
(-3)

(-12,654)

(-51)

20,209 40,9177,462

38 .6%

18.9%
Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rate

46.
29.1%"

6b3%
49.4%

301
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CITY OF BURLINGAME

Explanation of any °No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 66 tons of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 15,013 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 15,013 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis.

41,082 21,954 63,036 36,267

0 (-14,707) (-14,707) 0

0 (-302) (-302) 0

0 0 0 0

0 (-4) (-4) 0

0 (-15,013) (-15,013) 0

(-66) (-66) (-66)

41,016 6,941 47,957 36,201

City of Burlingame 1995

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div.

ages to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inen solids
Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous waste

'ginal Claim

(-14,707)

(-302)

0

(-4)
(-15,013)

27,945

(-14,707)

(-302)

0

(-4)
(-15,013)

(-66)

64,212 25,782

(-66)

(-14,707)

(-302)
0

(-4)
(-15,013)

39,595

(-14,707)

(-302)

0

(-4)
(-15,013)

(-66)

65,377

Corrected Totals 12,932 49,133 25,716 24,582 50,298

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected diversion rates
34 8%I

14.5% 26.3%

60.6%

48.9%

Staff recommends approval of the Multi-jurisdictional SRRE for the Cities of Belmont
and Burlingame, as the document substantially complies with the diversion mandates
of AB 939 .
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994

Agenda Item #&
Page•

CITY OF PORTOLA VALLEY SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

SWGS ANALYSIS:

Explanation of any °No° responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criterion . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 2,660 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 2,660 tons were subtracted from diversio
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .

Gen . Dis.

7,140 3,584

(-2,626) 0

(-34) 0

0 0

0 0

(-2,660) 0

4,480 3,584

1995

Div.

3,729

(-2,626)

(-34)
0

0

(-2,660)

1,069

2000

Gen. Dis .

	

Div.

7,313 2,493 4,834 7,327

(-2,626) 0 (-2,626) (-2,626)

(-34) 0 (-34) (-34)
0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

(-2,660) 0 (-2,660) (-2,660)

4,653 2,493 2,174 4,667

City of Portola Valley Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

Original Claim 3,954 3,186

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

(-2,626)

(-34)
0

0

(-2,660)

Corrected Totals 3,954 526

Claimed .divesion rates s
Corrected diversion rates 23.0%

::66:0%;

46.6%

Staff recommends conditional approval of the Multi-jurisdictional SRRE for the Cie
of Portola Valley . As a condition, the City must provide further information in
their first Annual Report describing expansion of existing programs or additional
programs that will be implemented to reach the 50% mandated goal.



Agenda Item #$'
Page 17

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
Stember 19, 1994

CITY OF WOODSIDE SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

SWGS ANALYSIS:

Explanation of any "No" responses:

e SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
~ted in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . 1 ton of
commercial and industrial hazardous waste was subtracted from disposal and
generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 3,724 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . 3,724 tons were subtracted from diversion
and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

•
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994

Agenda Item #6
	 Page411

City of Woodside

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste

White goods
Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

(-3,677)

(-47)
0

0
(-3,724)

Gen . Dis.

9,682 4,768

(-3,677) 0

(-47) 0
0 0

0 0
(-3,724) 0

(-1) (-1)

5,957 4,767

1995

Div.

5,146

(-3,677)

(-47)
0
0

(-3,724)

1,422

Gen. Dis.

9,914 3,378

(-3,677) 0

(-47 ) 0
0 0
0 0

(-3,724) 0

(-1) (-1)

6,189 3,377

Hazardous waste

Corrected Totals

5,217 4,465

5,216 741

2000

Div.

6,803 10,181

(-3,677)

(-47 )
0
0

(-3,724)

(-3,677)

(-47)
0
0

(-3,724)

3,079 6,456

Claimed diversion rates _

Corrected diversion rates

46:1%

12.4%

51 .9%

23.0%

66`8%6

47.7%

Staff recommends conditional approval of the Multi-jurisdictional SRRE for the CIA--
of Woodside . As a condition, the City must provide further information in their
first Annual Report describing expansion of existing programs or additional progra
that will be implemented to reach the 50% mandated goal.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 .Resolution # 94-309 Approval of the Multi-Jurisdictional SRRE for San Mateo County
and the Cities of Atherton, Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto,
Foster City, Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Redwood City, San Carlos and
San Mateo, San Mateo County.
2 .Resolution # 94-310 Conditional Approval of the SRRE for the City of Portola
Valley.
3 .Resolution # 94-311 Conditional Approval of the SRRE for the City of Woodside.

Tracev M . Harper Phone : 255-2665

nn

''.Y

Dianne Range

	

O " Phone : 255-2304

Yasmin Satter

	

CX-C- C-iI3 ) Phone : 255-2421

Catherine Cardozo ( ."C- Phone : 255-2656

Lorraine Van Kekerix Phone : 255-2670

Judith J . Friedman

	

3/l
A_

(N/ Phone : 55-2302

- Date/time :

	

7(7 (Ore

Prepared by:

Reviewed by:

Prepared by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Reviewed by:

Legal Review :
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-309

FOR CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE
MULTIJURISDICTIONAL SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE
COUNTY OF SAN MATEO AND THE CITIES OF'ATHERTON, BELMONT, BURLINGAME,
COLMA, DALY CITY, EAST PALO ALTO, FOSTER CITY, HALF MOON BAY,
HILLSBOROUGH, MENLO PARK, REDWOOD CITY, SAN CARLOS AND SAN MATEO,
SAN MATEO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of

• Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the County,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the County and City's SRRE shall place emphasis on
implementation of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and
composting programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the Multi-Jurisdictional SRRE, Board staff
found that all of the foregoing requirements' have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and
recommends approval ; and

30~



NOW, THEREFORE, HE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Multi-Jurisdictional Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the
Unincorporated Areas of San Mateo County and the cities of Atherton,
Belmont, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Foster City,
Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Redwood City, San Carlos and
San Mateo .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-310

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE MULTIJURISDICTIONAL
SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PORTOLA VALLEY,
SAN MATEO COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

•WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the Multi-Jurisdictional SRRE for the City
of Portola Valley, Board staff found that all of the foregoing
requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE substantially complies
with PRC Section 41000, et seq. except that the plan only projects a
diversion rate of 23 .0% for the year 1995 and 46 .6% for the year 2000;
and

WHEREAS, CCR section 18785 provides that the Board may conditionally
approve SRREs, and Board staff recommends that the Multi-
Jurisdictional SRRE for the City of Portola Valley be conditionally
approved ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Multi-Jurisdictional Source Reduction and Recycling
Element for the City of Portola Valley . As a condition, the City must

expansion of existing programs or additional programs that will be
implemented to reach the 50% mandated goal.

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-311

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE MULTIJURISDICTIONAL
SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF WOODSIDE, SAN
MATEO COUNTY

WHEREAS,-Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the Multi-Jurisdictional SRRE for the City
of Woodside, Board staff found that all of the foregoing requirements
have been satisfied and the SRRE substantially complies with PRC
Section 41000, et seq . except that the plan only projects a diversion
rate of 23 .0% for the year 1995 and 47 .7% for the year 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, CCR section 18785 provides that the Board may conditionally
approve SRREs, and Board staff recommends that the Multi-
Jurisdictional SRRE for the City of Woodside be conditionally
approved ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Multi-Jurisdictional Source Reduction and Recycling
Element for the City of Woodside . As a condition, the City must
provide further information in their first Annual Report describing
expansion of existing programs or additional programs that will be
implemented to reach the 50% mandated goal.

I•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated :

	

-

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



California Integrated Waste Management Board

•

	

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #S4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of
the Multi-Jurisdictional Nondisposal Facilities Element for
the County of San Mateo, and the Cities of Atherton,
Belmont, Brisbane, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo
Alto, Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Millbrae,
Portola Valley, Redwood City, San Carlos, San Mateo, South
San Franciscot and Woodside, San Mateo County

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections
18752 et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X
Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X
Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Sransfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The element identifies one transfer station/material recovery facility, three
transfer stations, and one material recovery facility being utilized by the cities
and county to achieve the diversion goals . A proposed material recovery facility
and a proposed centralized composting facility are also identified as future
considerations in order to enhance the participating jurisdictions' ability to meet
the 50% diversion mandate.

Staff recommends approval of the Multi-Jurisdictional Nondisposal Facilities Element
for the County of San Mateo and the Cities of Atherton, Belmont, Brisbane,
Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo
Park, Millbrae, Portola Valley, Redwood City, San Carlos, San Mateo, South San
Francisco and Woodside, San Mateo County.

ATTACHMENT:

1 .Resolution # 94-312 Approval of the Multi-Jurisdictional NDFE for San Mateo County
and the Cities of Atherton, Belmont, Brisbane, Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East
Palo Alto, Half Moon Bay, Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Portola Valley,
Redwood City, San Carlos, San Mateo, South San Francisco and Woodside .

Prepared by : Tracev M . Harpers Phone : 255-2665

Reviewed by : We'Dianne Ramie Phone : 255-2304
,`

•iewed by : Judith J . Friedman G 9'~ C /2 — " Phone : 255-2302

Legal Review : !/

	

Ell Date/time : 7@(9Y (c), 030rt
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-312

FOR CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF THE
MULTIJURISDICTIONAL NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY
OF SAN MATEO AND THE CITIES OF ATHERTON, BELMONT, BRISBANE,
BURLINGAME, COLMA, DALY CITY, EAST PALO ALTO, HALF MOON BAY,
HILLSBOROUGH, MENLO PARK, MILLBRAE, PORTOLA VALLEY, REDWOOD CITY,
SAN CARLOS, SAN MATEO, SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO AND WOODSIDE, SAN
MATEO COUNTY.

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the Unincorporated Areas of San
Mateo County and the cities of Atherton, Belmont, Brisbane,
Burlingame, Colma, Daly City, East Palo Alto, Half Moon Bay,
Hillsborough, Menlo Park, Millbrae, Portola Valley, Redwood City,
San Carlos, San Mateo, South San Francisco and Woodside.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



California Integrated Waste Management Board
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #51r
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element for the City of Brisbane, San Mateo County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Waste diversion efforts within the City currently divert approximately 24*
(adjusted) through source reduction, recycling, composting, and transformation.
Corrected diversion projections indicate that the City plans to achieve a 55 .4$
diversion rate by 1995 and 60 .9% by the year 2000 . The main focus of the integrated
waste management plan for the City of Brisbane is the development of a cooperative
effort between the jurisdictions of Brisbane, Millbrae, and South San Francisco.
This cooperative effort involves the hiring of a regional Solid Waste Coordinator to
facilitate ongoing recycling and implement and promote selected diversion programs
for each city . The cities have selected a variety of diversion programs which
complement one another and focus on the hierarchy . The cities will use procurement
policies to enhance source reduction, recycling, and composting programs . They will
also work cooperatively on the development of a Master Composter Program . The
selected programs are adequately funded, have public education efforts associated
with them, monitoring and evaluation methods have been detailed and contingencies
selected . Staff recommends approval of the Final Source Reduction and Recycling
Element for the City.

LYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted x

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed x

LTF comments addressed x

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x
Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more x

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more x

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are listed in the following table.

Diversion Tonnages . Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . Transformation of wood waste at a facility

0 without a SWFP was claimed as diverted prior to 2000 . One hundred and sixty-eight tons were subtracted out of the
base-year and 198 tons were subtracted out of 1995 from the diversion and generation amounts .
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
DATE September 19, 1994

Agenda Item #S:
Page 2

Normally Disposed of. Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Thirty nine tons of commercial and industri al
hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 46 tons of restricted waste types has been received.
46 tons were subtracted from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :Resolution # 94-313 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Brisbane.

9,677 5,008

0 0
(-46) 0

0 0
0 0

(-46) 0

(-39) (-39)
(-168) 0
9,424 4,969

0
(-46)

0
0

(-46)

0
(-198)
6,169

Gen. Dis.
11,421 4,743

0 0
(-46) 0

0 0
0 0

(46) 0

(-39) (-39)
(-198) 0
11,138 4,704

7,379

0
(-46)

0
0

(-46)

0
0

7,333

12,122

0
(-46)

0
0

(46)

(-39)
0

12,0?-

Brisbane Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen . Dis .

	

Div.
Original Claim 7,196 2,481

(-39)
0

Corrected Totals 7,157 2,267

1995

6,413

.25 :6%
24.196

56:2%
55.4%

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste
Transformation

0
(-46)

0
0

(-46)

0
(-168)

Claimed diversion rates
Corrected diversion rates

:60:9%
403%
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee

	

Agenda Item 40.
DATE September 19, 1994

	

Page 3

epared by :	 Michelle Marlowe-Lawrence0 1 -OCiecoE,-~~	 Phone :	 255-2307

epared by :	 Sherrie Sala-Moore	 Phone :	 255-2649

Reviewed by :	 Dianne Rance Mc-	 Phone :	 255-2304

Reviewed by :	 Catherine Cardozo 	
QQ~
~	 Phone :	 255-2656

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van KekeridTh-	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman	 :.`tt' 1ni1J `	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 I - f	 a	 Date/time :
y
//X//it'3 Togo,.
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-313

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF BRISBANE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE,'BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Brisbane.

.•

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #S4

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element for the City of Millbrae, San Mateo County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Waste diversion efforts within the City currently divert approximately 13 percent
(adjusted) through source reduction, recycling, composting, and transformation . The
City has set goals and objectives for reaching the mandates and which adhere to the
waste management hierarchy . The City is projecting a 36% (adjusted) diversion rate
for 1995 and 51% (adjusted) for the year 2000 . The main focus of the integrated
waste management plan for the City of Millbrae is the development of a cooperative
effort between the jurisdictions of Brisbane, Millbrae, and South San Francisco.
This cooperative effort involves the hiring of a regional Solid Waste Coordinator to
facilitate ongoing recycling and implement and promote selected diversion programs
for each city . The cities have selected a variety of diversion programs which
complement one another and focus on the hierarchy . The cities will use procurement
policies to enhance source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, and they
will work cooperatively on the development of a Master Composter Program . The
selected programs are adequately funded, have public education efforts associated
with them, monitoring and evaluation methods have been detailed and contingencies
selected . Staff is recommending approval of the Final Source Reduction and

•ycling Element for the City.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY II

	

YES NO

All required documentation submitted x
CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed x
LTF comments addressed x

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more x
2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more x

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criterion . Changes in tonnage are listed in the following
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Local Assistance and Planning Committee
DATE September 19, 1994

Agenda Item *St
Page 2 •

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 306 tons of restricted waste types has been
received. Three hundred-six tons were subtracted from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

Changes to claimed tonnages:
Restricted materials:

Millbrae

Original Claim

Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

0
(-306)

0
0

(-306)

Gen . Dis.
23,578 14,663

0 0
(-306) 0

0 0
0 0

(-306) 0

23,272 14,663

1995

Div.

8,563

0
(-306)

0
0

(-306)

8,257

Gen . Dis.
23,226 11,229

0 0
(-306) .0

0 0
0 0

(-306) 0

22,920 11,229Corrected Totals

20,197 3,381

20,197 3,075

2000

Div .

	

Gen.
11,997 23,226

0
(-306)

0
0

(-306)

0
(-306)

0
0

(-306)

11,691 22,920

Claimed;diveision rates
Corrected'diversion rates ;

14 .3 %
13:2%

36:9°
36.0%

51 .7%

51.0%

ATTACHMENTS:

1 :

	

Resolution # 94-314 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Millbrae.
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-314

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF MILLBRAE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
• feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Millbrae .

32'



SCERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

AGENDA ITEM # t,

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element and Nondisposal Facility Element Waste Element for the
City of Pacifica, San Mateo County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Waste diversion efforts within the City currently divert approximately 16 .6%
(adjusted) through diversion programs already in place within the City of Pacifica.
The City has set goals and objectives for reaching the mandates of the California
Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 . Corrected diversion projections for the
City indicate a 39 .2% diversion rate for 1995 and a 56 .5% diversion rate for the
year 2000 . The SRRE carefully details how the City will, over the next ten years,
transform its waste management system from one that relies primarily upon disposal,
to one that relies primarily upon source reduction, recycling, and composting . The
City will continue its commitment to source reduction by sponsoring the clothing and
food distribution program of the Pacifica Resource Center . In addition, they will
expand their public education efforts, negotiate rate structure modifications
supporting variable can rates, provide direct support for source reduction
businesses, and support source reduction in a wide variety of other ways . They will
enhance their curbside recycling program by expanding the types of materials
collected and by expanding into multi-family housing units and the commercial

tor . The City will establish a yard and wood waste drop-off program in addition
offering curbside collection, with long-term plans to include the co-composting

of sewage sludge and commercial food wastes . The selected programs are adequately
funded, have strong public education efforts associated with them, monitoring and
evaluation efforts have been detailed and contingencies selected . Staff is
recommending approval of the Final Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the
City.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY I

	

YES I NO

All required documentation submitted x

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed x

LTF comments addressed x

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more x

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more x

'0
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The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of . Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed" . Thirty three
tons of commercial and industrial hazardous waste were subtracted from disposal
and generation.

Restricted Materials . No documentation of diversion claims for 32 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . Thirty two tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

23,135

23,168

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

(-33)

4,619

L'.':M6:7%

16.6%

4,652

0

(-32)
0
0

(-32)

27,819 17,544

0 0

(-32) 0
0 0
0 0

(-32) 0

(-33) (-33)
27,754 17,511

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

2000

Div.

16,783 29,695

0

(-32)
0
0

(-32)

0

(-32)
0
0

(-32)

(-33)
16,751 29,629

56.5

56.5%

Original Claim

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids

Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Hazardous Waste

Corrected Totals

Claimed:diversion rates

Corrected . diversion . rates .

11,344

0
(-32)

0
0

(-32)

11,312

393%.
39i%•

Gen . Dis.
28,888 12,912

0 0
(-32) 0

0 0
0 0

(-32) 0

(-33) (-33)

28,822 12,879

Pacifica

NDFE
This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas and staff recommends approval.

NDFE Adequacy Yes

	

II No I N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction x

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction x

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction x

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction x

The City adequatly identified nondisposal facilities they will use for
diversion purposes .
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ATTACHMENTS:
1: Resolution # 94-315 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Pacifica
2: Resolution # 94-316 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Pacifica
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ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-315

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PACIFICA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Pacifica.

•

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

I



ATTACHMENT #1

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-315

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF PACIFICA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the city will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq. and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Pacifica.

•

•
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT #2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-316

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF PACIFICA

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Pacifica . Pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of
the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become
one document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
• Executive Director

•

.•



California Integrated Waste Management Board

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM *SIN

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Petition for Reduction in the
Medium - Term Planning Requirements and Household Hazardous Waste Element
for Alpine County

STAFF COMMENTS:

Alpine County is requesting simultaneous approval of its SRRE and a reduction in the
short-term diversoin requirement to 14% and the medium-term diversion requirement
(50% in 2000) to 22 .4% in 2000 . The Board previously granted a reduction in the
short-term diversion requirement to 15% in 1995.

SRRE ANALYSIS:

Alpine County is using a variety of programs to achieve diversion . SRRE programs
include education, recycling bins at the ski resorts and transfer stations, drop-off
locations, and school and office diversion programs . Source Reduction programs
include procurement, reuse of scrap paper, double sided copying, and backyard
composting . Alpine County's SRRE projects diversion as 15% for 1995 and as 23 .2% for
2000 . Restricted waste adjustments change these percentages to 14% for 1995 and

for 2000 . The County claimed 47 tons of restricted wastes (scrap metals) as
erted in the base year . This amount has been subtracted from generation and

•4%ersion because the County did not provide the required documentation.

The Board granted a reduction in the 1995 requirement to 15% in March of 1992, but
did not consider the County's request for a reduction in the 50% requirement .

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted x

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed x
UM comments addressed

	

. x
Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) x

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more x

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more x
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Agenda Item #61
	 Page•

SWGS ANALYSIS:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Restricted Materials .

	

No documentation of diversion claims for 47 tons of
restricted waste types has been received, so the 47 tons were subtracted from
diversion and generation.

The SWGS as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria.

REQUEST FOR REDUCTION IN MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION REOUIREMENTS:

Alpine County qualifies to petition the Board for a reduction in its diversion
requirements according to California Code of Regulations Section 18775 . This
section of the integrated waste management planning regulations specifies that
jurisdictions may petition the Board for reductions in diversion or planning
requirements, if they : 1) have a population density of less than 10 persons per
square mile, and 2) a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day.
Alpine County has a population density of 1 .52 people per square mile and generates
64 cubic yards of solid waste per day.

The County is now requesting a reduction in the medium-term diversion requirement
(50% by 2000) to 22 .4 percent . When the SRRE and Petition were prepared, excluded
wastes were not an issue and diversion of these wastes counted . The 47 tons of
excluded wastes include 25 .1 tons of ferrous metals and 21 .9 tons of auto bodies . If
the County had known that these materials would be excluded when the original
petition was prepared, they would have adjusted their projected diversion
percentages and asked for 14% instead of 15% and 22 .4% instead of 23% for 1995 and
2000, respectively .

Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Alpine County

Original Claim

	

3,237

	

80

	

3,317

	

3,199

	

569

	

3,768

	

3,358

	

1,016

	

4,374
Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids
Scrap metals
Agricultural waste
White goods

Subtotal

Corrected Totals 3,237

0
0
0
0
0

0

(-47)
0
0

(-47)

33 3,270

0
(-47)

0
0

(-47)

0

(-47)
0
0

(-47)

3,721

0

(-47)
0
0

(-47)

3,358

0
(-47)

0
0

(-47)

969

0
(-47)

0
0

(-47)

4,3271
Claimed diversion razes'
Corrected diversion rates'.

15 .1%

14.0%
23 .2%

22.4%

5223,199

24%

;10%

•
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Alpine County Background:

1. Smallest Population of Any County in California

The County's total population in 1993 was 1,230.

2. Separate Wastesheds with Separate Disposal

Alpine County has three distinction population "concentrations":

Markleeville/Woodsford area
Bear Valley
Kirkwood

These three populations also represent three distinct wastesheds, which are
separated from each other in the winter by snow covered mountains . Each
wasteshed's waste is disposed in three separate jurisdictions outside of
Alpine County : Storey County in the State of Nevada, Amador County, and
Calaveras County.

The following disposal percentages provide an indication of each wasteshed's
average annual contribution toward the entire wastestream for Alpine County.

1991 Disposal
Markleeville/Woodsford 15 cyds/day = 28 .3%.
Bear Valley 16 cyds/day = 30 .2 %
Kirkwood 22 cvds/day = 41 .5%

Total 53 cyds/day

Markleeville/Woodsford area
The waste from this area is handled by Douglas Disposal who hauls it to the
landfill in Nevada . Diversion of materials occurs prior to pick up by the
hauler . Area residents have access to a drop-off location and a buyback
center is planned.

Bear Valley
The waste from this area is picked up Bear Valley Disposal and taken to
Calaveras County for disposal . Diversion occurs both prior to pick up and at
the landfill before disposal.

Residents have a drop-off location and a buyback center is planned . In
addition, the ski resort in Bear Valley diverts glass, aluminum, and
cardboard, scrap metals, tires, and auto bodies.

Kirkwood area
The waste from this area is disposed of at the Ione Landfill by Amador County
Environmental Systems (ACES) . Diversion occurs at the ski resort prior to
pick up.

Kirkwood diverts glass and aluminum, cardboard, scrap metals, tires, auto
bodies, and used oil.

•
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Under the Tri-County agreement for the Kirkwood area, Amador County manages
waste disposal and has control of the rates charged . There is no residential
can service ; residents use the dumpsters and recycling bins.

The County's source reduction program waste reduction goal of 1% for 1995 and
2% for 2000 will be achieved through educational efforts, packaging changes,
backyard composting, double-sided copying, and wood chipping.

3. Relatively Small Quantity of Waste

Alpine County residents generate a small quantity of waste compared to other
jurisdictions 3 .2 pounds per person per day compared to the statewide average
of 8 .1 pounds per person per day.

4. Lack of Divertable Waste

Alpine County lacks the businesses that are typical in most jurisdictions.
There are no fast food restaurants, grocery stores, banks, or major clothing
stores . The two largest businesses in the County are the two ski resorts:
Kirkwood and Mt . Reba at Bear Valley . The remaining businesses include
government offices, schools, small bars, "mom and pop" grocery stores, and
campgrounds . The only two businesses with more than 10 employees are the ski
resorts.

The County's waste stream consists of the following waste types:

Paper

	

36 .1%
Plastics

	

6 .4%
Glass

	

7 .6%
Metals

	

9 .7%
Yard waste

	

1 .0%
Organics

	

21 .9%
other

	

4 .8%
Special Wastes

	

12 .5%

[Figures (rounded) taken from 1991 SRRE projection Table 38]

Paper includes cardboard, 12 .8% ; mixed, 18% ; newspaper, 2 .7%, and other 2 .8%.
Organics include food waste, 15 .2% ; tires, 1% ; wood, 3 .8% ; and
textiles/leather, 1 .8%.
Special wastes consist of 10 .3% sewage sludge and minor amounts of ash,
autos, and other.

The average amount of yard waste generated in the State is 14% of the waste
stream (CIWMB Interim Data Base) . Alpine County has determined that yard
waste is It of their waste stream . Since yard waste is not a large portion of
the waste generated, Alpine does not have the opportunity to achieve
significant amounts of diversion through this waste type . The sewage sludge
generated at Kirkwood is taken to Amador County for disposal . At the present
time, there are no programs to divert sewage sludge in Alpine or Amador
Counties .
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In recognition of the County's unique wastestream, as part of the 1992
reduction, the Board allowed the County to prepare its SRRE without an
evaluation of Special Wastes and with only an Existing Conditions Section in
the Composting Component.

5. Lack of Program Funding

SRRE programs are funded from solid waste fees, the County's General Fund,
and from a variety of grants from the Board and the Department of
Conservation . Solid waste fees, however, pay for disposal costs and diversion
programs in other counties . The County has grants for used oil, tires, and
recycling grants . The County applies for grants on a continual basis . In
addition, the County relies heavily on volunteers.

6. Existing & Planned Programs

Education is another major component of the County's program . The target
audiences are schools, residents, businesses, and tourists . Articles and
promotional materials are provided to schools and for inclusion in the
County's monthly newspaper . This material is also provided to the Health
Department to be included in its newsletter.

The County is planning programs to target the major components of its waste
stream . Paper is targeted through recycling programs at the schools, ski

• .t resorts, and government offices . A drop-off center collects glass, aluminum,
paper, and cardboard . In addition, drop-off bins are also at special events
and the ski resorts . Christmas trees are chipped as well as wood and woody
brush cleared for fire protection at residents' homes.

7. Long Distance to Markets

Alpine County is located south of Lake Tahoe on the east side of the Sierra-
Nevada . Transportation of diverted materials to California markets take
several hours to complete . The long distances to markets make it very
expensive to haul the relatively low quantities of recyclables to markets.
The one way distance to Stockton is 130 miles, to Sacramento is 115 miles,
and to Reno is 75 miles.

B .

	

Limited Tax Base

A majority of county is publicly owned (95%).

Issues for Consideration:

In 1991, when the Committee first considered granting a reduction in
diversion requirements, it indicated that it did not want to grant reductions
to the medium-term requirement at that time because it believed changes might
occur in economic or market conditions which would allow jurisdictions to
achieve greater levels of diversion in the future.

In 1992, when the Board granted Alpine County a reduction in its 1995
diversion goal and planning requirements, it acknowledged that the County
could not feasibly divert sewage sludge at the time and did not then have the

0
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yard waste to compost on a countywide basis . Sewage sludge represents about
12% of the County's wastestream . Yard waste is only about 1% of the
wastestream, compared to 14% for the average California jurisdiction.

o

	

Jurisdictions are allowed by statute to petition for reduced planning and
diversion requirements for both 25 and 50 percent . The Board may revise or
revoke reductions based upon review of a jurisdiction's annual report . This
report is required to contain information about current diversion activities,
changes in demographics, changes in waste types and amounts, changes in
funding sources, and changes in markets.

The annual report, required of all jurisdictions, gives the Board
discretionary authority to request a jurisdiction revise its SRRE ; either
specific parts or in its entirety . The Board can direct a jurisdiction to
implement specific programs to achieve greater diversion up to and including
50%, revise a component, target specific wastes for diversion, or any other
action deemed to be appropriate to achieve the maximum feasible diversion for
that jurisdiction . If the Board finds that a SRRE revision is necessary, the
County may be directed, by resolution, to revise their SRRE.

Options:

Alpine County meets the requirements to petition the Board for a reduction in
diversion and planning requirements . In March 1992, The County requested reductior
in the 1995 and 2000 diversion requirements . The Board granted the County
reductions in the 1995 diversion requirement and in the planning requirements and
deferred consideration of the year 2000 petition.

Now that the County's final SRRE is up for Board consideration, a decision on the
50% reduction can no longer be deferred . Statute requires each jurisdiction to plan
for the achievement of the 25% and 50% diversion requirements unless granted
reductions by the Board . The County is requesting reduced goals of 14% for 1995 and
22 .4% for 2000, as they believe these percentages represent the maximum feasible
diversion the County can project for achievement.

The Board has three options for simultaneous consideration of Alpine County's SRRE
and its Petition for Reduction:

A. Disapprove the Alpine County SRRE.

B. Conditionally approve the Alpine County SRRE . As an example of a condition
the County could be required by the first annual report to revise its SRRE to
project achievement of the 50* diversion by the year 2000 . Other timeframes
could also be granted.

C. Approve the Alpine County SRRE and petition for reduction .
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HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq.
for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes

	

II No

Goals and Objectives x Program Implementation x
Existing Conditions x Monitoring and Evaluation x
Alternatives Evaluation x Education and Public Information x
Program Selection x Funding x

The County will supplement its current programs by collecting used oil and car
batteries for recycling on household hazardous collection days and with a small
waste exchange program.

Board staff recommend that the Board simultaneously consider the County's SRRE and
its Petition for Reduction . Alpine County's SRRE describes the implementation of
diversion programs that target the County's major waste types and will enable the
County to achieve its maximum current feasible amount of diversion.

•rd staff recommend that the Board approve the Alpine County HHWE . The HHWE
quately addresses the requirements of CCR Section 18750-18751 .8 and describes the

safe handling, recycling, and disposal of the HHW generated within the County.

Agenda Item #3E
Page 7

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment A:

Attachment B:

Attachment C:

Attachment D:

Attachment E :

Resolution # 94-329 Disapproval for the SRRE for the County of
Alpine
Resolution # 94-330 Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the
County of Alpine
Resolution # 94-194 Approval for the SRRE for the County of Alpine

Resolution # 94-195 Approval for the HHWE for the County of Alpine

Alpine County's Petition for Reduction
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Prepared by :	 Becky Shumwav
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ATTACHMENT #A

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-329

FOR CONSIDERATION OF DISAPPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF ALPINE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the County,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

.WHEREAS, the SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41782 allows qualified jurisdictions to petition
for reductions in the planning and/or diversion requirements and
Alpine County has requested reductions in the 1995 goal to 141 and the
2000 goal to 22 .4% ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the SRRE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have not been satisfied and the SRRE does
not substantially comply with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and
recommends disapproval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby disapproves the
Source Reduction . and Recycling Element for the County of Alpine and
the reduced diversion of 14% for 1995 and 22 .4% for 2000 .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT #B

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION * 94-330

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF ALPINE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the County,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

4II
WHEREAS, .the SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41782 allows qualified jurisdictions to petition
for reductions in the planning and/or diversion requirements and
Alpine County has requested reductions in the 1995 goal to 14% and the
2000 goal to 22 .4% ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the SRRE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000,-et seq . and recommends
conditional approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the County of
Alpine and the reduced diversion of 14% for 1995 and 22 .4% for 2000.
The County of Alpine will be required to meet the conditions that are
determined by the Board . Failure to meet the conditions will result in
a disapproval.
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•CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #C

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION * 94-194

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF ALPINE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the County,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
4111 feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while

identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County and cities will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 501 by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41782 allows qualified jurisdictions to petition
for reductions in the planning and/or diversion requirements and
Alpine County has requested reductions in the 1995 goal to 14% and the
2000 goal to 22 .4% ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the SRRE, Board staff found that all of
the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the County of Alpine and
the reduced diversion of 14% for 1995 and 22 .4% for 2000 .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•



ATTACHMENT #D

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION * 94-195

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF ALPINE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41510 requires that each county draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
unincorporated area of the county ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The County of Alpine drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the County of Alpine.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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Summary
of

Alpine County Petition For Reduction
of

AB 939 Goals and Planning Requirements

This page provides a summary of the requests in the Final Draft Petition for
Reduction of AB 939 Goals and Planning Requirements for Alpine County,
January 1992. The petition in full is attached.

1. Alpine County is requesting the following reductions in diversion:

a. a reduction of AB 939 diversion goals of 25% diversion by 1995 to
15% diversion by 1995,

b. a reduction of AB 939 diversion goals of 50% diversion by 2000 to
23% diversion by 2000.

2. Alpine County is requesting a modification of AB 939 planning
requirements as follows:

a. allowance of use of waste generation studies from comparable
jurisdictions as a framework for any SRR Element revisions
(Article 6.1, Section 18722).

b. less detailed Evaluation of Diversion Alternatives for SRR
Components (Article 6.2, Section 18733.3).

c. less detailed Monitoring and Evaluation requirements of SRR
Element (Article 6 .2, Section 18733.6).

d. less detailed Composting Component requirements (Article 6 .2,
Section 18736) .

•

•

•
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FINAL DRAFT PETITION
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FOR

REDUCTION OF AB 939 GOALS & PLANNING REQUIREMENTS

for

ALPINE COUNTY, JANUARY 1992

INTRODUCTION

Background and current efforts
Alpine County communities have long demonstrated a commitment to recycling.
Sorenson's Resort, Bear Valley Center and Grover Hof Springs State Park have all
recycled aluminum and/or glass for up to 8 years . Alpine County strongly supports the
intent of AB 939 and similar waste reduction measures . The County has a record of
commitment to environmental concerns as shown by the recent initiation of recycling
programs, establishment of a Recycling Committee, and attempts to pass resolutions
regarding disposable diapers and Styrofoam products . The County also has a purchase
ordinance requiring use of recyclable and/or recycled products where feasible . In
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addition, the Board of Supervisors has approved a very restrictive smoking ordinance,
supported the successful Wild and Scenic designation for the East Fork of the Carson
River, and supported protection of the Hope Valley area, and Faith, Bagley, and Clover
Valleys through zoning and public acquisition programs.

Alpine County has three distinct wastesheds and population centers . It is the least
populated California county, with a total population of approximately 1113 people in
1990 (An increase of only 16 people since the 1980 census) . The three wastesheds
(Kirkwood, Bear Valley and the Markleeville/Woodfords area) are isolated from one
another, particularly in the winter months . Collection and transportation of solid waste
and recyclables must be considered separately for each wasteshed.

Two ski resorts (Kirkwood and Mt . Reba) are the largest businesses in Alpine County.
The County contains no supermarkets, no car dealerships, no "fast food" establishments,
no major clothing retailers, no banks, and very few businesses providing general
services . No landfills or transfer stations exist in Alpine County due to its remote
location, sparse population, and mountainous terrain . All . solid waste is transported out
of the County.

Currently, more intensive waste diversion efforts are becoming a reality, and the County
and local businesses are interested in establishing long term recycling programs . Last
winter, Kirkwood ski area, in association with the ACES disposal company began an
intensive glass and aluminum recycling effort . The County offices in Markleeville have

1
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started recycling paper. The County is working with the State Department of
Conservation to maintain a CA redemption center at Woodfords . In the past, a trailer fr
newspaper, glass, and aluminum drop off has been periodically stationed at the County •
Public Works Department. At Bear Valley, a local business is currently providing a small
scale free recycling service (drop off) for cardboard, glass, and aluminum . Small scale
recycling also occurs at several businesses, the two elementary schools, the Children's
Center and the Grover Hot Springs State Park.

Source reduction measures are also being implemented . Double sided copying is used at
the County offices, and the schools, Kirkwood Ski Area and the County offices use scratcl
paper for memos and notes.

Requirements for Granting Reduction
Section 18775, Article 7, Chapter 9 of the planning guidelines for County Integrated
Waste Management Plans states that to petition for a reduction in the goals of AB 939, a
jurisdiction must: 1) have a population density of less than 10 people/square mile in
unincorporated areas, and 2) have a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per
day or 60 tons per day.

Alpine County population density, based on the California Department of Finance
population estimate of 1,100 people in 1990 (CDF Demographic Research Unit, Report 91
E-1, County Population Estimates for California Cities and Counties, p . 1, May 1991) and
an area of 723 square miles, is 1 .52 people/square mile, the lowest population density of
any county in California.

Section I of the Solid Waste Generation Study demonstrates that the Alpine County
annual solid waste generation rate is 64 cubic yards/day, well below the established 100 c.
yd/day figure for consideration of reduction of diversion goals.

Since Alpine County meets these two requirements and the 25% by 1995 and 50% by 2000
reduction goals appear unrealistic for reasons outlined below, the County is petitioning
the State Waste Management Board for reduced diversion requirements and less
comprehensive planning requirements.

SECTION I Reduction of Percent Diversion

This section summarizes existing conditions documented in the Alpine County Solid
Waste Generation Studv, defines materials difficult to divert, discusses transportation,
market and funding difficulties and lists attainable diversion goals for Alpine County.

Summary of Waste Generation Study
The waste generation study for Alpine County used comparable data from the Mono
County waste characterization performed in the fall of 1990 . Table 18 of the .Alpine
County Waste Generation Study is a breakdown of materials disposed and diverted in
the County in 1990. A summary of this table is presented below .

SS2



% of 1990 % of 1990

CATEGORY
Waste

Disposed
Wt.
(tons)

Waste Generated
that is Diverted

Wt
(tons)

Paper 36.55% 1164 .21% 6.96
Plastic 6.46% 206 .25% 8.25
Glass 7.52% 240 .72% 23.46
Metals 9.15% 292 .65% 21 .25
Yard Waste 1 .07% 34
Other Organics 22.26% 709
Other Wastes 4.92% 156
Special Wastes 12.07% 384

TOTAL 100.00% 3185 1 .85% 59.92

Items Targeted for Potential Recovery
Items that are currently disposed which will potentially be diverted by programs
described in the SRR Element include the following : corrugated paper, newspaper, office
paper, HDPE and PET containers, glass, aluminum, ferrous and tin scrap metals, tires,
and auto bodies. Various source reduction measures will also be implemented . Many of
the selected items are already diverted to a small extent . The SRR Element documents
how to achieve greater diversion rates for these materials.

•

	

Items Difficult to Recover
The items discussed below are difficult to recycle or divert in Alpine County . These
items are also discussed in the Solid Waste Generation Component of the SRR Element.
The reasons these materials are difficult to divert in Alpine County are primarily the
small volumes generated, transportation and collection costs, and lack of identifiable
markets or end uses . Transportation to the nearest large markets in the Reno, Nevada
area or. the Sacramento area involves round trips of 150 to 230 miles.

Mixed paper and other paper is fairly difficult to recover even in major urban areas . At
this time, mixed paper and other paper, although they make up 21% of the waste stream,
are not expected to be recoverable in Alpine County due to the small volumes generated
(666 tons in 1990), inherent difficulties in collection and storage, and lack of markets or
end uses. When economic and technological changes occur, Alpine County will explore
the feasibility of recycling these products.

Film plastics, non recyclable glass, textiles and leathers, inert solids, infectious wastes ,
ash and other special wastes are not expected to be recoverable due to the small volumes
generated, collection and storage difficulties, and lack of markets or end uses . Wastes
generated in 1990 for each of these categories were less than 70 tons.

•

	

Yard waste is a very small component of the Alpine County waste stream (1%, or 34
tons). Yard waste is primarily pine needles, a highly acidic material difficult to compost.

•
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The lack of landscaped yards provides little opportunity to use compost for enhancing
gardening soils.

Food waste is a substantial part of the waste stream (15 .51%, or 494 tons). However, due
to the small total volumes of food waste in each of the three wastesheds and the .
difficulties in establishing large scale composting efforts, food waste is only targeted for
reduction through encouragement of back yard composting programs . .

Wood wastes and white goods, two . items that are recyclable in more developed and
populated areas, are not targeted for diversion in Alpine County due to their small
volumes (129 tons), excessive transportation costs and lack of markets.

Sewage sludge is a special waste and is not targeted specifically for diversion in Alpine
County. However, sewage sludge from the Kirkwood Public Utilities District may be
diverted in the future, if Amador County develops a sludge diversion program.

The Alpine County Source Reduction and Recycling Element would be modified to
include diversion of the above items if it becomes feasible in the future.

Transportation and Market Difficulties
Two of the major obstacles to achieving diversion goals are transportation and locating
markets for materials . Alpine County is isolated from all major California cities.
Travelling to the Sacramento area which has the closest markets in California involves
round trip of 230 miles and includes driving over Carson Pass which is often closed or
requiring chains in the winter . Reno, Nevada is closer but still requires a round trip of
150 miles, and the road periodically has chain controls. The chart below summarizes
market locations and one way distances from Markleeville.

LOCATION

	

ONE WAY
DISTANCE FROM MARKLEEVILLE

Stockton

	

130 mi
Sacramento

	

115 mi
San Francisco

	

215 mi
Los Angeles

	

350' mi
Reno, NV

	

75 mi

Locating cost effective markets for materials has already presented a major problem . For
example, the County CA redemption center (which opened June 91 and will close Feb . 92)
had to haul glass 30 miles (one way) to South Lake Tahoe's redemption center and was
paid only redemption value or less if glass was not of CA redemption value . Mileage,
driving time, vehicles, and salary time for glass sorting were all extra costs that led to the
proposed closure of the CA redemption center.
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Markets that are cost effective will be difficult for Alpine County to find . If the states of
California and Nevada develop stronger markets or provide transportation, Alpine
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County will re-evaluate the feasibility of recycling more items. Currently , aluminum is
the most cost effective item to recycle . Individual efforts, the collection program by ACES
(the disposal company at Kirkwood) and collection by the MORE paper recycling
program out of Placerville are largely volunteer efforts . To achieve even the reduced
goals of 15% diversion by 1995 and 23% by 2000, Alpine County will have to continue to
rely on volunteer efforts.

Funding Difficulties
Major features of the Funding Component of the SRRE are outlined below to
demonstrate that a primary reason Alpine County needs reductions in both the
diversion goals and the planning requirements is due to the lack of funds.

Existing Conditions
The County currently funds solid waste planning and landfill fees from the County
General Fund . There are no fees, taxes, or other revenues collected that are specifically
allocated to solid waste management.

Current franchise agreements provide no income to the County . The remote nature of
Alpine County and the lack of any landfills within the County has meant the County is
dependent upon haulers . Haulers primarily serve other regions to make their profit.

The desperate need for funding was recently highlighted by the necessity of closing the
only CA redemption center in the County . The center (which opened June 91 and will

- close Feb. 92) lost $700 in operating costs alone . The $700 deficit was incurred from
money spent on gas to transport glass to South Lake Tahoe and drivers wages of $4 .00/hr.
Salary time for glass sorting and managing the center (which was done by the Alpine
County Children's Center staff) was also lost.

The current expenditures for solid waste out of the General Fund and parcel assessments
in Bear Valley are as follows :

Solid Waste Right-to Dump Fees — Storey Co ., Nevada 2,000
Calaveras Co. 2,000

County Solid Waste Fees—Bins, . Collection Fees 3,000
Recycling Committee Budget
Calaveras Co . additional fee (pd by assessment of Bear Valley parcels

500

—up to $100 annually per parcel)

	

74,170

TOTAL

	

$81,670

The draft SRR Element outlines detailed cost estimates for the short term planning
period (through 1995), assuming the County is granted the reduction . Start up costs to
implement the SRRE are 535,000 . Annual costs are an additional $26,000.
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Annual current costs

	

$81,670
Start up costs

	

35,000
Annual .SRRE costs

	

26.000

TOTAL

	

$142,670

Of the total $142,670, only $74,170 is paid through assessments on parcels in Bear Valley ..
The remainder ($68,500) is required to implement the proposed SRRE under the reduced
diversion and planning goals.

Revenue Sources
The draft SRRE discussion of possible revenue sources is reproduced below.

Currently, there are no revenues collected for solid waste management and all
funding comes out of the County General Fund . The primary revenue sources
available for Alpine County to establish and maintain diversion efforts are grants
from state and federal agencies . Larger counties can rely more heavily on outside
businesses or trade groups to provide technical, financial and promotional
assistance; Alpine County has very few such resources . Other resources available
to larger counties, such as solid waste surcharges, are less cost effective in Alpine
County due to the extremely small population . For example, a surcharge of $
2.00/residential customer would generate: 203 customers x S2/mo x 12 months
=$4,872 .

	

•

Other options the County will explore are:

1) Increase variable can rates for residents and businesses . The small number of
customers implies revenues generated from this type of rate increase would be
small . This option may not be financially feasible for haulers and may increase
illegal dumping.

2) Establish franchise agreements that include a franchise fee the hauler pays to
the County. This option would be difficult to implement, particularly in Bear
Valley, due to the difficulty in maintaining any hauler service to the isolated
region.

3) Establish mandatory solid waste fees . Fees could be determined by wasteshed.
Fees would pay for hauler service and right to dump fees as well as educational
programs, annual reporting costs, and hazardous waste collection and diversion'
activities. Mandatory fees would more equitably distribute the burden of solid
waste disposal . Currently, the County right-to-dump fees paid to the landfill
owners in Douglas County, Nevada and Calaveras County benefit State, Federal,
Native American, and self haulers in Alpine County who do not contribute to . the
dump fees.

	

•
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4) Establish special events permit fees for events held on County, State and
Federal lands. Permits would require applicants to remove and recycle glass,

• aluminum, and cardboard waste generated by the event.

5) Establish agreements with Amador County for costs of recycling programs at
Kirkwood. Amador County currently is responsible for solid waste management
in the tri-county area.

6) Include a flat fee for solid waste, recycling and hazardous waste programs on
property tax bills . For example, a $2/mo fee x 12 mo x 953 improved parcels and
mobile homes + $2/mo fee x 6 mo x 150 Shay Creek, USFS and second family
units = $24,700 generated annually . More funds could be generated by including
commercial establishments, and perhaps the monthly fee could be decreased to
$1/mo for households.

7) Develop a business tax on gross revenues of large businesses (i .e. 2 cent fee on
each lift ticket x 200,000 skier days Q Bear Valley =$4,000/yr ).

8) Encourage volunteer public participation in recycling and education programs
to offset costs.

9) Earmark appropriations from the General Fund for solid waste activities.

• 10) Establish a sales tax of .25% to .50%. Sales tax increases would have to be voter
approved.

A combination of the above revenue sources may need to be developed to
equitably and fairly distribute costs of the program.

Even if all of the above options were approved by the voters and/or County Board of
Supervisors, sufficient funds to achieve the 25% and 50% goals and the planning
requirements of AB 939 are not available . It would be extremely difficult to achieve even
the reduced 15% goal without support from state and federal grants.

Within the last year, the County budget has been reduced dramatically . The County has
had to eliminate all cost-of-living adjustments and raises; there are no capital
improvement projects, and there is no accumulated capital outlay . Revenues county-
wide are down due to the continuing drought and its effect on the recreation-based
economy, particularly the ski resorts.

Staffing Difficulties
Staff time required to write and implement planning goals, and to monitor and evaluate
programs is limited . Currently the County has only two positions (Director of Public
Works & Registered Env . Health Specialist) that share responsibility for implementing

• not only solid waste programs, but a myriad of other programs such as underground
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storage tank and water quality inspections . Each position dedicates less than 2% time to
solid waste issues . The County is currently faced with the prospect of laying off
employees, and does not have sufficient funds to hire more staff.

Attainable Diversion Goals for Alpine County
Alpine County is committed to establishing a strong recycling program. However, the
extremely small volumes of wastes, the lack of a significant amount of yard waste, and
the economic difficulties in transporting materials and finding markets make the 25%
diversion goal by 1995 and the 50% diversion goal by 2000 unrealistic.

Section V of the Waste Generation Study documents maximum material recovery rates
that can be achieved in Alpine County. These rates are based on national estimates
('Recycling, It's How You Count It', Waste Age, October 1990) and adjustments for the
nature of Alpine County. Based on these rates, goals of 15% diversion by 1995 and 23%
diversion by 2000 are the maximum diversion rates that Alpine County will be able to
achieve.

The draft SRR Element (enclosed) discusses in detail the programs that would be
implemented to accomplish these diversion rates . Source reduction will account for 1%
of the goal in 1995, while recycling efforts will make up the remaining 14% . In 2000,
source reduction is expected to account for 2% and recycling will account for the
remaining 21% of the diversion goal. The table below estimates diversion from the
various alternative programs .

PROGRAM Expected Diversion Expected Diversion
by 1995 by 2000

Source Reduction 1% 2%
CA Redemption Centers 2% 4%
Drop off Centers (ski resorts, 3% 4%
campgrounds, etc .)
Corrugated Paper Recycling 8% 10%
Auto/Tire Recycling 1% 1%

TOTAL 15% 23%

10
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The table below shows expected diversion by material type for 1995 and 2000.

Expected Diversion Quantities in 1995 and 2000

1995 2000
Material Qty diverted % of total Qty diverted

(tons)
% of total
generated. (tons) generated

Corrugated 288 7.65% 446 10.20%
Newspaper 55 1 .47% 88 2.01%
Paper 3 .09% 4 .09%
HDPE &PET 6 .16% 24 .55%
Glass 104 2.77% 219 5 .00%
Aluminum 59 1 .57% 116 2 .66%
Scrap Metals 28 .75% 76 1 .75%
Tires — — 14 .31%
Auto bodies 25 .65% 29 .65%

TOTAL 568 15% 1016 23%

The County is confident that resident, visitor, and business participation in all feasible
-recycling and reduction activities will be high.

• SECTIONII Reduction of Planning Requirements -Source Reduction and Recycling
Element

This section documents general and specific modifications of planning requirements
which are needed for the Alpine County SRR Element.

Future .Waste Generation Studies
Alpine County is small in population and divided into three isolated waste sheds—the
Markleeville/Woodfords area on the East Slope, the Kirkwood area, and the Bear Valley
area which is especially isolated in the winter due to the closure of Highway 4 at Ebbett's
Pass. Future waste generation studies required for SRR Element revisions and

. monitoring and evaluation of diversion programs would be difficult and costly.

In Alpine County the establishment and maintenance of any recycling and reduction
programs is expected to be of higher priority in reaching diversion goals than the expense
of performing statistically representative and seasonal waste characterizations in each of
the three waste sheds.

Article 6.1, Section 18722 of the planning regulations states that except for the initial
waste generation study, use of comparable data from other jurisdictions is only permitted
if the jurisdiction's population, residential tonnage or number of residential dwelling

•
units, and commercial tonnage or number of commercial units is within 10% of that of

9

	

159



the jurisdiction doing the study . This requirement would essentially mandate Alpine to
perform its own study, as it is unlikely that any comparable city with a population of
1200+ 10% will perform a study . Alpine County would like to be exempt from this
requirement and instead focus on establishing and maintaining ongoing recycling efforts
Waste generation studies from comparable jurisdictions such as the unincorporated area
of Mono County will provide the framework for making any SRR Element revisions.

Modifications for All Components
Several regulations required for each component should be modified in the Alpine
County SRR Element.

Section 18733 .3 Evaluation of Diversion Alternatives
The focus of diversion in Alpine County will be on recycling of CA redemption value
materials, cardboard, newspaper, office paper, HDPE and PET containers, ferrous and tin
scrap metals; tires, and auto bodies . Various source reduction measures will also be

. implemented on a small scale.

Alpine County is requesting that certain requirements of section 18733 .3 regarding
evaluation of diversion alternatives for the Recycling, Composting, and Special Wastes
Components be modified.

The Recycling Component will evaluate all alternatives as required in Section 18733 .3.
However, alternatives of manual or mechanized material recovery operations and
salvage operations at solid waste facilities (Section 18735 .3) are not practical alternatives
for recycling programs in Alpine County since waste volumes are so small and there are
no solid waste facilities. These regulations are not applicable to an area such as Alpine
County with its low population, low volumes of waste, and geographic distribution of
wastesheds.

The County is requesting that the Composting Component requirements be substantially
changt6 and that the evaluation of diversion alternatives for this component be limited
in scope (see below).

Alpine County generates only 390 tons of special waste, 340 tons of which are sewage.
Due to costs, small volumes and the isolated nature of the county, there are no feasible
alternatives for diversion at this time . If a sludge diversion program is developed in
neighboring Amador County, the County will explore the option of diverting sewage
from Kirkwood. However, Alpine County is requesting a waiver at this time from an
evaluation of alternatives in the Special Waste Component as outlined in Section
18733.3.

The Source Reduction Component will evaluate all alternatives as required in Section
18733.3 .

10
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Section 18733.6 Monitoring and Evaluation
For reasons listed above, it is not feasible for Alpine County to perform a waste
generation study or targeted waste characterizations to determine effectiveness of any
diversion alternatives.

Monitoring through "assessments of changes in design, production, distribution, sale,
and/or use of selected products and packages which affect solid waste generation" is not
practical or economical in a County as sparsely populated as Alpine.

There is also a lack of funds for extensive monitoring and evaluation reports and a
limited availability of County staff . The Alpine County 1991 budget for solid waste is
taken entirely from the County General Fund . There are no revenues collected . (Please
see the discussion of Funding Difficulties above in Section I .)

To monitor changes and evaluate compliance with diversion goals, Alpine County
proposes to rely on documentation of increased recycling volumes and decreased solid
waste volumes through the use of letters, surveys and phone calls to local waste haulers,
businesses, and residents . County staff will have limited time to manage any extensive
monitoring and evaluation projects.

Composting Component Modifications — Section 18736
Alpine County generates very little yard waste compared to the rest of the state and
:national averages . These figures can range from 18-30% of a typical waste stream. Most
-areas with this high percentage of yard waste will implement a composting program
which will significantly reduce their wastestream . However, in Alpine County, yard
waste is estimated to contribute only 1 .07% of the waste stream annually . Also, because
.of the mountainous and high altitude nature of the County and the tendency for
residents and businesses to avoid planting lawns (which also are prohibited in Bear
Valley), most of the yard waste is pine needles, which are acidic and difficult to compost.
Each spring, the volunteer fire departments in the Markleeville/Woodfords area hosts a
controlled burn where people can contribute their yard waste as part of the defensible
space fire prevention program.

Food waste does make up a large percentage of the waste disposed in Alpine County
(15 .51%) . However, composting on a large scale in Alpine County is impractical due to
the isolated nature of the three wastesheds, the cold (frozen) ground in existence for the
majority of the year, the difficulty in keeping wild animals such as raccoons and black
bears from creating a nuisance, and the lack of abundant yard waste. Also, because of the
small total weight generated and the distribution of the County population in three
wastesheds, composting programs would be difficult to set up and expensive to
maintain. It is therefore not feasible to start a County-sponsored composting program.
In addition to the problems involved in maintaining composting piles, there is no end
market for this material in the area . Alpine County is very limited in its yard waste and
very few people have gardens that would benefit from compost . Even if an extensive

• composting program was in place in each of the three wastesheds, volumes would

•
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probably not be large enough and markets are not expected to be strong enough to make
collection and transportation feasible.

Because of the low percentage of yard waste, the small volume of food waste, and the
isolation of the three wastesheds, and the determination that a composting program
would be impractical and economically unfeasible, Alpine County suggests that the
Composting Component be modified to a description of existing conditions and an
emphasis on encouraging backyard composting in the SRR Element . Composting will
not be able to contribute significantly to diversion efforts in Alpine County.

Funding and Staffing Difficulties
Lack of funding and staff are two major reasons Alpine County is requesting a reduction
in planning requirements . Please see Section I above for a full discussion of funding and
staffing issues.

CONCLUSION

Alpine County is strongly committed to establishing successful recycling and source
reduction programs . However, due to the low population, low volume of solid waste
generated, isolation from markets, lack of funds and staff, and other factors, the County
is petitioning the State Board for a reduction in goals and planning requirements.

Alpine County can achieve approximately a 15% reduction in solid waste by 1995 and a
23% reduction by 2000 . Specific planning requirement changes include a request to be
exempt from future Waste Generation Study requirements, and a request to modify
monitoring and evaluation programs, diversion alternatives, and the Composting
Component.

The County proposes to implement recycling and reduction programs to the maximum
extent possible . These programs include establishing buy back and drop off centers in
Woodfords and Bear Valley, recycling as many types of material as possible (in particular
corrugated cardboard; paper, HDPE plastic, and scrap metals) and establishing a strong
educational program for residents, businesses and visitors.

12
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

California Integrated Waste Management Board

AGENDA ITEM #59

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Crescent City, Del Norte
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Crescent City is diverting approximately 12 percent of its waste stream.
The City estimates that approximately 49 percent of its disposal is residential, 22
per cent is commercial, 6 percent is roll-off boxes , and 23 percent is self-hauled.
The existing programs include : quantity-based user fees ; private business source
reduction activities ; private and non-profit drop-off and buy-back facilities;
private business, public and Pelican Bay State Prison diversion efforts ; salvage of
materials at the landfill face ; diversion of fish wastes ; and the composting of
residential yard waste by local gardening services . To reach the mandated diversion
goals, the City of Crescent City and the County of Del Norte plan to integrate their
solid waste programs into one County-wide solid waste program through the Del Norte
Solid Waste Authority . Through the Authority, the City plans to increase the
current diversion rate through a combination of new and existing waste diversion
programs, a planned Materials Recovery Facility (MRF), and planned drop-off bins.

Staff found the content of the City of Crescent City's Source Reduction and
cycling Element (SRRE) to be adequate . However, the Solid Waste Generation Study
rtion appears to contain mathematical errors in the base-year and 15-year waste

Generations Projections . Based on staff's recalculated projections, it appears the
City will not achieve the diversion mandates of PRC Section 41780 for the years 1995
and 2000 . The recalculation reduces the City's projected 1995 diversion rate of 25%
to 22 .78, and the projected 2000 diversion rate of 508 to 45 .2% . Based on the
documents submitted by the City, Board staff recommends approval of the City's HHWE
and NDFE, and conditional approval of its SRRE . As a condition the City must submit
in their first annual report recalculated projections, and a description of existing
programs or additional programs that will be implemented to make up the additional
2 .3 percent and 4 .8 percent in the short and medium term planning periods.

ANALYSIS:

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

corrected diversion projection is 25 % or more X

2

995

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X
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Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the tables below . Some of the amounts in this analysis differ from the
preliminary figures reported in the Board's completeness letter to the jurisdiction.
Since that time staff has further refined the preliminary calculations.

Diversion Tonnages.

Diversion tonnage provided was not accurate . For example, there were math errors in
the addition of reported subtotal amounts . Staff recalculated SRRE Table 2-10 for
the year 1995 (see attachment #1).

In 1995 : Yard waste diversion should total 31 tons ; 23 tons were added to
diversion and generation.

Disposal Tonnaqes.

Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . For example, there were math errors in
the addition of reported subtotal amounts . Staff recalculated SRRE Table 2-10 for
the years 1995 and 2000.

In 1995 : Paper disposal should total 1,080 tons ; 470 tons were added to disposa
and generation.

Metals disposal should total 339 tons ; 10 tons were added to disposal
and generation.

Yard Waste disposal should total 196 tons ; 141 tons were added to
disposal and generation.

Other Waste disposal should total 221 tons ; 40 tons were added to
disposal and generation.

In 2000 : Paper disposal should total 786 tons ; 482 tons were added to disposal and
generation.

Metals disposal should total 185 tons ; 48 tons were added to disposal and
generation.

Total Tonnaqes.

Total Waste Generation tonnage provided was not accurate . For example, there were
math errors in the addition of reported total amounts . Staff recalculated Table 3-2
for the Base-year, and Table 2-10 for the years 1995 and 2000 .
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In 1990 : Total Disposal should total 4,892 tons ; 2 tons were subtracted from
disposal.

Total Diversion should total 632 tons ; 41 tons were subtracted from
diversion.

Total Generation should total 5,524 tons ; 43 tons were subtracted from
generation.

In 1995 : Total Disposal should total 4,364 tons ; 364 tons were added to disposal.

Total Diversion should total 1,284 tons ; 284 tons were added to
diversion.

Total Generation should total 5,648 tons ; 352 tons were subtracted from
generation.

In 2000 : Total Disposal should total 3,192 tons ; 192 tons were added to disposal.

Total Diversion should total 2,636 tons ; 364 tons were subtracted from
diversion.

Total Generation should total 5,828 tons ; 172 tons were subtracted from
generation.

Normally Disposed of.

Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff subtracted 1 ton of commercial
and industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials.

There was no documentation of diversion claims for white goods ; 40 tons of these
materials were subtracted from diversion and generation .

3b5



1995

Div .

0

0

0

(-40)

0

0

23

0

0

1,284

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
September 19, 1994

Gen. Dis.

5,567 4,000

0 0

0 0

0 0

(-40) 0

0 470

0 10

0 141

0 40

(-1) (-1)

5,524 4,364

Agenda Item #59
Page.

Gen . Dis.

5,000 3,000

0 0

0 0

0 0

(-40) 0

470 482

10 48

164 0

40 0

(-1) (-1)

5,648 3,192

Crescent City Base year

Dis .

	

Div.

Origuul Claim 4,894 673

Changes to claimed tons:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids

Scrap metals

Agricultural waste

White goods

Paper

Metals

Yard Waste

Other Waste

Hazardous Waste

0

0

0

0

0

(-40)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Corrected Totals 4,892 632

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

3,000 6 .000

0

0

0

(40)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

(-40)

482

2 .636 5 .828

Claimed diversion rates

Corrected rates

12 .1%

11 .4%

25 .0%

22 .7%

50.0%

45 .2%

HHWE

The City of Crescent City and the County of Del Norte are developing a multi-
jurisdictional approach to Household Hazardous Waste . The HHWE for the City
adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for the
following areas :

HHWE Adequacy I Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes II No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X
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The City supported programs include periodic collection events, a recycling program
for used oil and vehicle batteries, and a load checking program at the permitted
landfill . None of the existing programs are anticipated to be decreased in scope in
the short- and medium-term planning period.

NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The three facilities that the City is using to reach its mandated goals are : the
Julindra Inc . Buy-Back Facility ; the Coastline Enterprise Buy-Back facility ; and the
Hambro Forest Products Compost/Fertilizer facility . The NDFE also lists the
.oposed County Materials Recovery Facility/Transfer . Station.

ATTACHMENTS:
1 .Board Recalculated City of Crescent City Solid Waste Tonnage
2 :Resolution it 94-319 Conditional Approval for the SRRE for the City of Crescent
City
3 :Resolution # 94-320 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Crescent City
4 :Resolution # 94-321 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Crescent City

Prepared by :	 Alan WhiteAW

Prepared by :	 Chris SchmidleCO

Reviewed by :	 John Nuffer

Reviewed by : Catherine rdozo C

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedman , )-, 7	
t

	r(4)ll: .te-	 Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 673	 Date/time :	 //3om7

•

Phone : 255-2306

Phone : 255-2425

Phone : 255-2368

	Phone :	 255-2656
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ATTACHMENT 1

Board Recalculated Crescent City Solid Waste Tonnage
Based on Data from SWGS Tables 2-10 and 3-2

September 2 . 1994

Crescent City Base year 1995 2000

SOLID WASTE TONNAGE W. Div . Gen . qs . Div . Gen. DU . Div. Gan.

PAPER
118 200 318 55 270 325occlkraft

magarinea
195
131

114
0

309
131 114

233
16
33

130
266

56
114

78
159

134
273ntlsed paper

newspaper
261
130

0
53

261
183 89 98

12
187

68
53
26

139
44

192
70high grade

other paper
64

462
2
0

66
462

58
470 0

359
470

1,439
482
786

0
690

482
1 .478PAPER SUBTOTAL

PLASTIC
1 .243 169 1 .412 1,080

hdpe-natural 37 0 37 35 5 40 17 24 41
hdpe-colored 6 0 6 5 1 8- 2 3 5
pet-CA redemption 15 2 17 13 4 17 5 12 17
pat-other 4 0 4 5 1 6 2 3 5
polystyrene foam 16 0 16 17 0 17 17 0 17
film 267 0 267 238 34 272 117 162 279
polyurethane foam 4 0 4 6 0 6 6 0 6
polypropylene 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mpe 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

pvp 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
other plastic 212 0 212 215

634
0

45
215
579

221
387

0
204

221
591PLASTIC SUBTOTAL

GLASS
661 2 563

refillable 20 0 20 23
32

0
160

23
192

23
33

0
164

23
197CA redemption

other recyclable
92

379
97
36

189
415 321 104 425 130 306 436

othernon-recydsble 79 0 79 79 0 79 81 0 81
GLASS SUBTOTAL 570 133 703 455 264 719 287 470 737
METALS
aluminum cans 33 29 62 14 48 62 8 56 64
other aluminum 58 0 56 50 7 57 24 34 58
bi-metalc cans 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
steel food and bey cans 158 5 163 136 28 184 63 108 169
other ferrous 151 0 151 134 19 153 66 91 157
other non ferrous 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
white goods 0 40 40 5

339
45

147
50

488
24

185
64

351
88

536METALS SUBTOTAL
YARD WASTE

399 74 473

leaves and grass 157 2 159 141 23 164 34 134 168
branches and brush 60 0 60 55 8 63 14 50 64
YARD WASTE SUBTOTAL 217 2 219 198 31 227 -

	

48 184 232
ORGANICS
food waste 797 287 1,084 702 403 1,105 719 414 1,133
rubber/tires 57 0 57 50

253
7

42
57

295
24
91

34
211

58
302wood

ag crop residue
287

0
3
0

290
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

manure 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
testlesdeather 302 2 304 308 3 311 316 3 319
diapers 149 0 149 153 0 153 157 3 160
other organics 50 0 50 51

1 .517
.

	

0
455

51
1 .972

52
1 .359

0
665

52
2 .024ORGANICS SUBTOTAL

OTHER WASTES
1 .842 292 1 .934

iron solids 181 0 181 164 23 187 80 112 192
hazardous waste 19 0 19 17 0 17 17 0 17
appliances 40 0 40 40 0 40 41 0 41
OTHER WASTE SUBTOTAL 240 0 240 221 23 244 138 112 250
SPECIAL WASTES
ash 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
sewage stud0e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
industrial sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
asbestos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
auto Madder 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
auto bodies 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
stuffed furn/mattresses 20 0 20 23 0 23 23 0 23
SPECIAL WASTE SUBTOTAL 21 0 21 23 0 23 23 0 23

total restricted wastes 0 1-401 5401 0 1-401 1-401 0 1-401 1401

non residential hazardous wastes 1 .11 0 1-11 1-11 0 1-11 1-11 0 1-11

ORIGINAL CLAIMED TONS 4,894 673 5,587 4,000 1 .000 6.000 3 .000 3,000 6,000
TOTAL CORRECTED TONNAGE 4,892 632 5 .524 4,364 1 .284 5,648 3 .192 2 .636 5 .828
amount of correction
ORIGINAL CLAIMED DIVERSION %
CORRECTED DIVERSION %

1-21

BY DIS

5411
121%
11 4%

BY DIV

5431

.. 4;
BY GEN

c
.

	

. .. .. . ....

364
.}

'	 %

284
25 .0%

22.7%

1.3521

c'Y,,... . :..
95 GEN

.~
. . . .

	

..

	

. . ..

192
n

.<:
2K 015

1-3641
500%

45 .2%
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.ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-319

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CRESCENT CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities when developing and implementing
integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and adopt a
SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the City,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

•WHEREAS, the City SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of all
feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs while
identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity that
will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the source,
recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the cities will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq ., except that
the plan only projects a diversion rate of 22 .7% for the year 1995,
and 45 .2% for the year 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, CCR Section 18785 provides that the Board may conditionally
approve SRRE, and Board staff recommends that the City's SRRE be
conditionally approved ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby conditionally
approves the Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of
Crescent City . As a condition, in their First Annual Report, the City
must provide recalculated projections and information describing the
expansion of existing programs or additional programs that will be

•

implemented to reach the mandated goals .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-320

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF CRESCENT CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by counties when developing
and implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
unincorporated area of the city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE; and

WHEREAS, The City of Crescent City drafted and adopted their
final HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Crescent City submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 28, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Crescent City.

•



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT # 4

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION it 94-321

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF CRESCENT CITY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Crescent City.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 60

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy of the Source
Reduction and Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and
Nondisposal Facility Element for the Unincorporated Area of Del Norte
County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The County of Del Norte has already reached a 50 percent diversion rate in the
unincorporated portion of the County . The existing programs include : quantity-based
user fees ; private business source reduction activities ; private and non-profit
drop-off and buy-back facilities ; private business, public and Pelican Bay State
Prison diversion efforts ; salvage of materials at the landfill face ; diversion of
fish wastes ; and the composting of residential yard waste by local gardening
services . The County plans to increase the current diversion rate through a
combination of new and existing waste diversion programs, a planned Materials
Recovery Facility (MRF), and planned drop-off bins.

The County of Del Norte Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) is
adequate and contains a variety of programs that will be used to reach the mandated
diversion goals . Based on the documents submitted by the County, Board staff
recommends approval of the County's SRRE, HHWE and NDFE.

LYSIS:

SIRE

SRRE ADEQUACY YES NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any °No° responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage are
listed in the table below . Some of the amounts in this analysis may differ from the
preliminary figures reported in the Board's completeness letter to the jurisdiction.

Diversion Tonnages.

•ersion tonnage provided was not accurate . Board staff recalculated Table 2-10 for
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In 1995 : Yard waste diversion should total 9 tons ; 9 tons were added to diversion
and generation.

Disposal Tonnages.

Disposal tonnage provided was not accurate . Board staff recalculated SRRE Table 2-10
for the years 1995 and 2000.

In 1995 :

		

Paper disposal should total 4,079 tons ; 1,612 tons were added to disposal
and the generation.

Yard Waste disposal should total 780 tons ; 540 tons were added to
disposal and the generation.

Other Waste disposal should total 857 tons ; 137 tons were added to
disposal and the generation.

In 2000 :

		

Paper disposal should total 3,891 tons ; 1,694 tons were added to disposal
and the generation.

Normally Disposed of.

Hazardous waste is not "normally disposed of" . Staff subtracted 2 tons of commercial
and industrial hazardous waste from disposal and generation.

Restricted Materials .

	

..
There was no documentation of diversion claims for white goods ; 101 tons of these
materials were subtracted from diversion and generation.

Gen . Dis.

28,869 17,000

0 0

0 0

0 0

(401) 0

0 1,612

0 540

0 137

(-2) (-2)

28,765 17,088

Base year

Dis .

	

Div.
Del Norte
County (uni)

2000

Div .

	

Gen.

1995

Div. Gen . Dis.

34,000 18,000

0 0

0 0

0 0

(-101) 0

1 .612 1,694

549 0

137 0

(-2) (-2)

34,117 17 .254

14,420Original Claim 14 .449

Changes to claim:

Restricted materials:

Inert solids 0

Scrap metals 0

Ag . waste 0

White goods 0

Paper 0

Yard Waste 0

Other Waste 0

Hazardous Waste (-2 )

Corrected Totals 14,445

36,00018,00017,000

0

0

0

(-101)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

(-101)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

(-101)

0

9

0

0

14,320 17,029 18,608 35 .862

;CGimed diJe~on
Corrected rates

50:0%

:49.9%
'50:0%i

:5E9%,

50:0%s

49.9. 95 ::
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HHWE

The County of Del Norte prepared and submitted a HHWE document . This HHWE
adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq . for the
following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No II HHWE Adequacy Yes No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The waste hauler for the County conducts a recycling program for used oil and
vehicle batteries . The waste hauler also operates load checking program at the
permitted landfill . None of the existing programs are anticipated to be
decreased in scope in the short- or medium-term planning periods.

NDFE

e County also prepared and submitted a NDFE . This NDFE adequately addresses
requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq . for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy Yes No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The County identified five facilities they are using in reaching their mandated
goals . The facilities are : the Gasquet Transfer Station ; the Klamath Transfer
Station ; the Julindra Inc . Buy-Back Facility ; the Coastline Enterprise Buy-Back
facility ; and the Hambro Forest Products Compost/Fertilizer facility . The NDFE
also lists the proposed County Materials Recovery Facility/Transfer Station.

ATTACHMENTS:

1:

	

Board recalculated Del Notre County (unincorp) Solid Waste Tonnage
2:

	

Resolution # 94-322 Approval for the SRRE for the County of Del Norte
3:

	

Resolution # 94-323 Approval for the HHWE for the County of Del Norte
4:

	

Resolution # 94-324 Approval for the NDFE for the County of Del Norte
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ATTACHMENT 1

Board Recalculated Del None County (unincorp) Solid Waste Tonnage
Based on'Oata from SWGS Tablas 2-10 and 3-2

September 2 . 1994

Del Norte Co . (unincorp) Base year 1995 2000

SOLID WASTE TONNAGE DS . DN. Gen . OS . Div . Gan . Di. . Div . Gen.

PAPER
ace/Inn 533 486 1,019 622 578 1,200 402 860 1,262

magazines 358 0 358 411 0 411 432 0 432

mixed roper 705 0 705 823 0 823 865 0 865

newspaper 351 226 577 417 269 686 294 427 721

nigh grade 167 10 177 194 12 206 204 12 216

other paper 1,366 0 1,366 1,612 0 1 .612 1,694 0 1,694

PAPER SUBTOTAL 3,480 722 4,202 4,079 859 4.938 3 .891 1,299 5.190

PLASTIC
Mee-natal 101 0 101 137 0 137 144 0 144

ndpeeotored 14 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0

pet-CA redemption 43 6 49 61 8 69 64 8 72

pet-other 13 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0

polystyrene foam 48 0 48 69 0 69 72 0 72

film 695 0 695 823 0 823 865 0 865

polyurethane foam 11 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0

polypropylene 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mpe 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

ague 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

other plastic 550 0 550 651 0 651 685 0 685

PLASTIC SUBTOTAL 1,477 8 1 .483 1,741 8 1 .749 1,830 8 1,838

GLASS
refillable 70 0 70 69 0 69 72 0 72

CA redemption 304 414 718 365 492 857 384 517 901

ether recyclable 1,069 154 1,223 1 .257 183 1 .440 1,322 192 1,514

other nenecyWble 223 0 223 274 0 274 288 0 288

GLASS SUBTOTAL 1,668 668 2,234 1 .965 675 2.640 2 .086 709 2.775

METALS

SNmimum cans 98 122 220 129 145 274 107 181 288

other aluminum 147 0 147 171 0 171 180 0 180
ti-metalic cans 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

steel food and hew cans 500 22 522 591 27 618 621 28 649

other ferrous 559 0 559 651 0 651 685 0 685
other non ferrous 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

white goods 0 101 101 0 103 103 0 108 108

METALS SUBTOTAL 1,306 245 1,551 1 .642 275 1,817 1,593 317 1 .910
YARD WASTE
leaves and grass 457 7 464 540 9 549 452 124 576

branches and brush 196 0 196 240 0 240 202 50 252
YARD WASTE SUBTOTAL 653 7 860 780 9 789 664 174 828
ORGANICS
food waste 2 .375 12.696 15 .071 2 .805 15.094 17,899 2 .948 15,863 18 .811

,bbedtiea 184 0 1134 206 0 206 216 0 216
wood 801 141 942 964 167 1,131 895 295 1 .190

ag mop residue 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

manure 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
textiles/leather 963 10 973 1,154 12 1,166 1,213 12 1,225
diapers 524 0 524 617 0 617 649 0 649

other organics 224 0 224 274 0 274 288 0 288
ORGANICS SUBTOTAL 5,071 12,847 17,918 6,020 16,273 21,293 6,209 16.170 22 .379
OTHER WASTES

inert solids 547 0 547 651 0 651 685 0 685
hazardous waste 49 0 49 69 0 69 72 0 72

appliances 101 0 101 137 0 137 144 0 144

OTHER WASTE SUBTOTAL 697 0 897 857 0 857 901 0 901
SPECIAL WASTES

ash 5 26 31 3 31 34 4 32 36
sewage sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
industrial sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
asbestos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
auto shredder 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
auto bodies 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

stuffed fumlmatteeses 92 0 92 103 0 103 108 0 108
SPECIAL WASTE SUBTOTAL 97 28 123 106 31 137 112 32 144

total remitted mutes 0 1-1011 1-1011 0 1.1011 1 . 1011 0 1. 1011 1-1011

non residential hazardous wastes 1-21 0 1-21 1-21 0 1-21 1-21 0 1-21

ORIGINAL CLAIMED TONS 14,449 14,420 28,869 17 .000 17,000 34,000 18,000 18.000 36,000

TOTAL CORRECTED TONNAGE 14,445 14,320 28.785 17,088 17,029 34.117 17,264 18.608 35,862

amount of correction
ORIGINAL CLAIMED DIVERSION %

CORRECTED DIVERSION %

1-0

.. ::

1. 1001
90.9x‘

49 .8%

1-1041

.>ax;

88

.

	

~ .

29
50.0%

49 .9%

117 1 . 7461 608
50.0%

61 .9%

1-1381

BY DIS BY DIV BY GEN _ 95 DIS _95 DIV 95 GEN 2K DIS 2K DIV 2K GEN
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ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-322

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF DEL NORTE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq . describe
the requirements to be met by cities and counties when developing and
implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county prepare and adopt
a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

	

-

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41301 requires that the County's SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the County,
consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in PRC Section
40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the County's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation of

i
all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting programs
while identifying the amount of landfill and transformation capacity
that will be needed for solid waste which cannot be reduced at the
source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations require
that the SRRE show how the County will achieve the diversion goals of
25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the County's SRRE, Board staff found that
all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the SRRE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq . and recommends
approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Element for the County of Del Norte .

JW



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,
true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board held on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

S
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ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-323

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE COUNTY OF DEL NORTE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by counties when developing
and implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41510 requires that each county draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
unincorporated area of the county ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The County of Del Norte drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The County of Del Norte submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 28, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the County of Del Norte .

Sat



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

'AS
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ATTACHMENT # 4

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-324

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE COUNTY OF DEL NORTE

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by counties when developing
and implementing integrated waste management plans ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each county
prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE) which
includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the County . . Pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 41736, at the first revision of the SRRE,
the NDFE should be incorporated with the SRRE to become one
document which may be modified, as necessary, to accurately
reflect the existing and planned nondisposal facilities which
will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
Executive Director

381



LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
September 19, 1994

California Integrated Waste Management Board

AGENDA ITEM k (p~

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Source Reduction and
Recycling Element, Household Hazardous Waste Element, and Nondisposal
Facility Element for the City of Grass Valley, Nevada County

STAFF COMMENTS:

The City of Grass Valley is utilizing a variety of programs to achieve 32 .9% and
49 .3% diversion . Source Reduction programs include education, technical assistance
to businesses, waste reduction plans for new construction, procurement and backyard
composting . Programs chosen for recycling include collection of office paper,
cardboard, newspapers, HDPE ; curbside recycling for single and multi-family
residences ; and buybacks . Composting will be limited to chipping and mulching of
yard and wood waste but will contribute approximately 8% towards diversion . The
programs selected by Grass Valley form a comprehensive approach to reducing the
amount of materials that are landfilled . An area of concern for Board staff is that
some of the programs are in conjunction with the County's programs . If the County
should choose to not implement or delay implementation of the cooperative programs,
then Grass Valley's ability to achieve the mandated diversion goals may be adversely
affected . However, if this occurred it would be an implementation, not a planning,
issue . Based on the documents submitted by the City, Board staff recommends
approval of the City's SRRE, HHWE, and NDFE.

SRRE

SRRE ADEQUACY II

	

YES I NO

All required documentation submitted X

CIWMB draft comments adequately addressed X

LTF comments addressed X

Meets SRRE criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

Meets SWGS criteria (in CIWMP Adequacy Report) X

1995 corrected diversion projection is 25% or more X

2000 corrected diversion projection is 50% or more X

Explanation of any "No" responses:

The SWGS, as submitted, does not meet the following criteria . Changes in tonnage
are listed in the following table.

Normally Disposed of .

	

"Red-bagged" infectious waste is considered medical waste,
considered "normally disposed of" . 100
subtracted from baseyear diversion and

as such, a hazardous waste which is not
s of "red-bagged" infectious waste were

385
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generation ; 112 tons of infectious waste were subtracted from 1995 diversion and
generation, and 149 tons of infectious waste was subtracted from diversion and
generation in the year 2000.

Restricted Materials .

	

No documentation of diversion claims for 708 tons of
restricted waste types has been received . As a result, the 708 tons were
subtracted from diversion and generation.

The SWGS, as corrected, meets the SWGS criteria .
v

Grass Valley Base year

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

1995

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen .

2000

Dis .

	

Div .

	

Gen.

Original Claim 16,067 4,379 20,446 15,783 8,640 24,423 14,654 15,204 29,858

Changes to claimed tonnages:

Restricted materials:
Inert solids 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Scrap metals 0 (494) (-494) 0 (494) (494) 0 (494) (-494)

Agrictdtural waste 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

White goods 0 (-214) (-214) 0 (-214) (-214) 0 (-214) (-214)

Subtotal 0 (-708) (-708) 0 (-708) (-708) 0 (-708) (-708)

Infectious Waste 0 (-100) (-100) 0 (-112) (-112) 0 (-149) (-149)

Corrected Totals 16,067 3,571 19,638 15,783 7,820 23,603 14,654 14,347 29,001

Claimed diversion rates 21 .4% 35.4% 50 .9%

Corrected diversion rates 18.6% 32.9% 49.3%

HHWE

This HHWE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18750 et . seq. for the following areas:

HHWE Adequacy Yes No HHWE Adequacy Yes f No

Goals and Objectives X Program Implementation X

Existing Conditions X Monitoring and Evaluation X

Alternatives Evaluation X Education and Public Information X

Program Selection X Funding X

The City participates in the County's bi-annual collections events, used oil
collection at the McCourtney Road Transfer Station, public education, and loading
checking programs .

.•
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NDFE

This NDFE adequately addresses the requirements of 14 CCR Sections 18752 et . seq.
for the following areas:

NDFE Adequacy No N/A

Facility descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Facility descriptions - outside a jurisdiction , X

Transfer Station descriptions - within a jurisdiction X

Transfer Station descriptions - outside a jurisdiction X

The City's NDFE describes the permitted nondisposal facilities used to handle its
waste . The City has also included facilities that are not required to have a solid
waste facility permit but assist the city in diverting recyclables . These recycling
locations accept a variety of materials including aluminum, glass, paper, cardboard,
plastic, tin cans, magazines, scrap metals, wood, and appliances.

ATTACHMENTS :

ltachment A : Resolution # 94-191 Approval for the SRRE for the City of Grass
Valley

Attachment B :

	

Resolution # 94-192 Approval for the NDFE for the City of Grass
Valley

Attachment C :

	

Resolution # 94-193 Approval for the HHWE for the City of Grass
Valley

Prepared by :	 Catherine Donahue &,l 	Phone:	 255-2315

Prepared by :	 Becky Shumwavlab	 Phone :	 255-2420	

Reviewed by :	 John Nuffer	 Phone :	 255-2368	

Reviewed by :	 Catherine CardozoGX(,	 Phone :	 255-2656	

Reviewed by :	 Lorraine Van Kekerix (,r(I&/k

.//

l	 Phone :	 255-2670	

Reviewed by :	 Judith Friedman	 Phone :	 255-2302	

Legal Review :	 V	 Date/time :	 91%i7Y	 t ;306 . .,
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ATTACHMENT #A

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-191

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GRASS VALLEY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC-Section 41000 requires that each city prepare and
adopt a SRRE which includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the City's SRRE include
a program for the management of solid waste generated within the
City, consistent with the waste management hierarchy provided in
PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the City's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the City will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and achieve 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the City's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq.
and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the City of Grass
Valley .

S tag
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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ATTACHMENT *B

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION k 94-192

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE NONDISPOSAL FACILITY ELEMENT
FOR THE CITY OF GRASS VALLEY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41730 et seq . requires that each city and
county prepare and adopt a Nondisposal Facility Element (NDFE)
which includes a description of existing and new solid waste
facilities, and the expansion of existing solid waste facilities,
which will be needed to implement a jurisdiction's Source
Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE), to enable it to meet the
requirements of Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the NDFE may include the identification of specific
locations or general areas for new solid waste facilities that
will be needed to implement the SRRE ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the NDFE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and the NDFE
substantially complies with PRC Section 41730, et seq ., and
recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Nondisposal Facility Element for the City of Grass Valley.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 41736, at the first
revision of the SRRE, the NDFE should be incorporated with the
SRRE to become one document which may be modified, as necessary,
to accurately reflect the existing and planned nondisposal
facilities which will be used by a jurisdiction.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

• Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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ATTACHMENT #C

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-193

♦ FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE
ELEMENT FOR THE CITY OF GRASS VALLEY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41500 requires that each city draft and
locally adopt a Household Hazardous Waste Element (HHWE) which
identifies a program for the safe collection, recycling,
treatment, and disposal of household hazardous waste for the
city ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, Section
18767 requires that each jurisdiction ensure that the California
Environmental Quality Act has been complied with prior to
adopting a HHWE ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Grass Valley drafted and adopted their final
HHWE in accordance with statute and regulations ; and

WHEREAS, The City of Grass Valley submitted their final HHWE to
the Board for approval which was deemed complete on May 26, 1994,
and the Board has 120 days to review and approve or disapprove of
the Element ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the HHWE, Board staff found that all
of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and that the
HHWE substantially complies with PRC 41500, et seq ., and
recommends its approval;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approve the
Household Hazardous Waste Element for the City of Grass Valley .

Set



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste

.L Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

292.



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

SEPTEMBER 21, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 62

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Petition for Reduction in the
Diversion Requirements for the City of Williams, Colusa
County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At its September 19, 1994 meeting, the Local Assistance and
Planning Committee will consider approval of the City of Williams
Petition for reduced diversion requirements . At the time this
agenda item was prepared and printed the meeting had not taken
place . Staff will give an update on the Committees action at the
Board meeting.

BACKGROUND:

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41780 requires that each city
and county divert 25 percent of its waste from landfills by 1995
and 50 percent by the year 2000 . Source Reduction and Recycling
Elements (SRRE) are prepared by the cities and counties as a
planning guide for meeting the diversion mandates (PRC Section
41000 and 41300) . The SRREs describe the programs which the
jurisdictions will use to achieve 25 percent and 50 percent
diversion . PRC Section 41782 allows the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) to grant reductions in planning
and diversion requirements . Section 18775 of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), identifies the
qualifications that a jurisdiction must meet to petition the
Board for a reduction in the requirements.

An incorporated city must have specific characteristics in order
to petition for a reduction . The required characteristics are:

	

1 .

	

a geographic area of less than 3 square miles;
or

a population density of less than 1500 people per
square mile ; and

2.

	

a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards
per day or 60 tons per day.

The City of Williams meets the criteria to petition the Board for
reduced diversion and/or planning requirements . The City of
Williams has a population density of 322 people per square mile,
and a waste generation rate of 5 .7 tons per day.

Requested Reductions

The City of Williams is requesting a reduction of the 1995

3R3
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Most job opportunities are available outside the City and are
agriculture related . The City of Williams (population 2,800) has
a median household income of $22,256 and one third of its
residents are below poverty level . It has an annual average
unemployment rate of 15 .7 percent.

Solid Waste Collection and Disposal

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities in the
City . Most of the solid waste generated in the City is disposed
of in Sacramento . Waste Management of Sacramento has a franchise
contract with the City of Williams for the collection of solid
waste generated in the City . The residents use a 90 gallon
container and are on automated pickup . Most of the commercial
entities also receive pickup service . Property owners are billed
on their water and sewer utility bill monthly . Rates for
collection and disposal have increased 15 .8% in the past year.
This was mostly due to closure of the Evans Road Landfill in
Colusa County and transport of waste to Sacramento for disposal.

Current Diversion

Currently 134 .7 tons per year, or 6 .5 percent of the City's
waste, are diverted from disposal through source reduction and
recycling . This represents an increase of one percent since the
base year . The following table summarizes the diversion
activities and quantities currently being diverted.

Diversion by Material Type
Tons per Year

Material Tons Percent

OCC Kr__ 3.
0 .3 0

8

Totals 134 .7 6 .5%

Current Diversion Programs
► Drop-off/buyback center in Colusa (9 miles away).
► Newspaper collection program for the Recreation Commission.
► Commercial programs that collect cardboard and glass.
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Proposed Diversion

The City plans on maintaining existing diversion programs . In
addition, the City plans on implementing new programs to increase
diversion levels to 14 .3 percent . The following programs will be
implemented by the City:

► Curbside recycling for residents.
► Promote public education programs to support curbside

recycling.
► Commercial recycling.
► Public education supporting waste prevention activities

including backyard composting.
► Schools educational program.

Proposed Diversion Reductions

Reduction in the diversion requirements:

The City of Williams requests that the diversion level
required for the short-term planning period (1991-1995) be
reduced from 25 percent to 14 percent.

The City is requesting these reductions for the following
reasons :

a) The cost of implementing additional diversion programs
will be a significant hardship for the City due to the lack
of funding associated with the small size and waste
generation of the City (see table on page 4 summarizing the
current Solid Waste Budget for the City).

b) The City does not have the staff to pursue extensive
diversion programs . The City Manager is the staff assigned
for the City's solid waste activities.

c) The City of Williams has very little commercial and no
industrial enterprises that could provide waste streams that
are easily and economically targeted for diversion programs.

Fundinq

The Solid Waste Budget for the City of Williams is funded through
monthly billings for service on residential and commercial solid
waste collection accounts . The 93-94 budget is $197,930 and
expenses are $195,729 . The collection and disposal rates were
increased by 15 .8% in the last year mostly because of closure of

q the Evans Road landfill and transport of waste to Sacramento for
disposal .
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City of Williams - Solid Waste Budget
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Revenue $197,930

Expenses $195,729
Salaries and Personnel expenses $1,030
Contractual expenses $188,103
Capital equipment and maintenance $720
Special department expense $750

Remainder $2,201

Staff Analysis

The City of Williams qualifies, under the conditions of PRC
Section 41782 and 14 CCR Section 18775, to petition for a
reduction in the diversion requirements . 14 CCR Section 18775
requires the petitioning jurisdiction to provide the following
information in its petition:

1.

	

A general description of existing disposal and
diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted;

2.

	

Identification of the specific reductions being
requested (i .e ., planning and/or diversion
requirements);

3.

	

Documentation of why attainment of diversion and
planning requirements is not feasible ; and

4.

	

The planning and diversion requirements that are
achievable, and why.

Board staff have reviewed the petition from Williams and found
that it complies with these requirements.

Conclusion

Based on the information provided in the petition, Board staff
believe that a diversion reduction for Williams is justified . The
current and proposed programs outlined in the City's preliminary
draft SRRE and petition demonstrate the City's commitment to
meeting the intent of the Integrated Waste Management Act of
1989 . The City of Williams has asked for the reduction based on
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limited staffing and a lack of funds for implementing diversion
programs . The City has sufficiently demonstrated to staff both
of these conditions.

The first draft of the City's petition submitted to Board staff
requested a reduction to 12 percent . After extensive staff
communication with the City Manager and the City's consultant and
an analysis of the city's wastestream, they revised their
estimate . The petition now projects achieving a 14 .3% diversion
rate by intensifying their chosen programs and placing more
emphasis on public education/waste prevention measures, including
bilingual education . The petition rounds the estimate down and
requests a reduction to 14 percent . However, staff had further
discussions with the City Manager and got a commitment of 15
percent.

Staff believe based on the City of Williams low population and
volume of solid waste, limited funding and staff that the
alternative diversion goal of 15% is reasonable for the short
term period.

:STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Board staff recommend that the Committee approve the City of
Williams's Petition for Reduction in the diversion requirements
to 15 percent.

ATTACHMENTS

City of Williams reduction petition
Resolution H 94-325

Prepared by : John S . Brooks(i,l,.,. .4 . 1. '4{-h'~-Phone (916) 255-2314

Reviewed by : John Nuffer

	

`

L211,

	

Phone (916) 255-2368

Reviewed by : Judith J. Friedman

	

!—Phone (916) 255-2555

Legal Review :	 fr-I	 Date/Timev/9,4sL/
/O :aoc,w

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-325

FOR THE REDUCTION OF DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF WILLIAMS

Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 9, Section 18775

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41782
allows reductions in the diversion and planning
requirements specified in Public Resources Code Section
41780, if a city or county can demonstrate that
achievement of the requirements is not feasible due to
geographical size or low population density, and small
waste generation rates ; and

WHEREAS, Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations
(CCR), Section 18775 allows for qualifying
jurisdictions to petition the Board for reductions in
the planning and diversion requirements and specifies
the information which must be provided in support of a
petition ; and

WHEREAS, the Board received a Petition for Reduction in
the diversion requirements from the City of Williams;
and

WHEREAS, the City of Williams qualifies based on
geographic size, population density, and small waste
generation rates to petition the Board for specified
reductions ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the request for
reduction in diversion requirements to allow the City
of Williams to achieve a 15 percent level of waste
diversion by January 1, 1995 is reasonable ; and

WHEREAS, the City has complied with PRC Section 41782,
and Title 14 of the CCR, Section 18775 ; and

WHEREAS, the Board's Local Assistance and Planning
Committee approved staff's recommendation to allow the
City of Williams to reduce its short term diversion
requirement from 25 percent to 15 percent;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
grants the reduction in diversion requirements for the
City of Williams to 15 percent for January 1, 1995 .

3qg



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the City SRRE has not
been locally adopted and submitted to the Board by the
deadline set in statute ; or, if the City SRRE is not
approved by the Board pursuant to the provisions of
Chapter 7, Part 2, of Division 30 of the Public
Resources Code (commencing with Section 41800), then
the diversion reductions granted above shall be deemed
revoked .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board on
September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•
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I. INTRODUCTION

The City of Williams is in the center of Colusa County at the heart of the Sacramento Valley . a major

agricultural area . At the crossroads of two major highways, Interstate 5 and State Highway 20, Williams
is a convenient stop for travelers both north and south and east and west . Despite the richness of

agricultural resources in the surrounding area, however, the City of Williams has a high unemployment
rate and low per capita income . City government is very small, with fifteen employees carrying out all

City services.

According to figures in the Colusa County Source Reduction and Recycling Element, the City of

Williams' generates only 2,087 .4 tons, for a per person generation rate of 5.0 pounds per day.

The City of Williams hereby petitions the California Integrated Waste Management Board to consider

its fiscal circumstances and small staff size, as well as low solid waste generation rate, and grant a

reduction in short-term diversion requirements to 14%.

II. ELIGIBILITY TO PETITION

Section 18775 of CCR Title 14 states that to qualify to petition for a reduction in diversion and
planning requirements, a City must meet the following requirements:

-- For an incorporated city, a geographic area of less than 3 square miles or a
population density of less than 1500 people per square mile and a waste generation
rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day or 60 tons per day.

The City of Williams meets the criteria established by the California Integrated Waste Management

regulations for filing this petition . With a geographic area of 8 .7 square miles and a 1990 population of

2,297, the population density of the City is 264 people per square mile, well under the 1,500 people
per square mile stated in the regulations . Waste generation in the City totaled 5 .7 tons per day in
1991 .

Geographic Area

	

8.7 square miles
Population

	

2.297 (1990)
Population Density

	

264 people/square mile
Waste Generation Rate

	

5.7 tonsloer day

III. PETITION REQUEST SUMMARY

The City of Williams is requesting a reduction in diversion requirements only . The City of Williams was

included in the County of Colusa's preliminary draft SRRE, and will be in the final draft of the County's

SRRE in compliance with Public Resource Code (PRC) Section 41000 of the California Integrated

Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939).

The City of Williams' petition describes the circumstances of the City, its opportunities and constraints,

and provides the following necessary information to CIWMB staff:

City of Williams
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• Relevant geographic and physical characteristics

• Pertinent demographic and economic information

• Verification that the City of Williams meets petition criteria
• Description of the existing disposal and diversion systems, including volumes and funding

resources

• Discussion of obstacles to meeting current mandates

• Discussion of achievable diversion requirements and strategies to accomplish

IV . GEOGRAPHY AND DEMOGRAPHY

Geographic Settinq

The City of Williams is located at the junction of California Highway 20 and Interstate 5 in the middle of

Colusa County, approximately in the middle of the Sacramento Valley sixty miles from the city of
Sacramento . To the north twenty-sox miles is Willows in Glenn County . East and south is Yuba City in

Suttery County . An older city incorporated in 1920, Williams is surrounded by flat farm land with an
economy based in agriculture.

Population&Economy

Williams is considered a rural community according to the State of California Health and Safety Code

Section 50101 . At 14% of the County of Colusa's total population, the 1990 population of Williams

was 2,297, increased 39% from 1980, or a 3.9% annualized growth rate.

According to the City's Housing Element (1992), eleven percent of the City's households (74

households) received public assistance in 1989, while over one third of all families were
below the poverty level by State of Cal ifornia standards (income per family of four) . Thirty-four
percent of the population is under 18 years of age . According to the 1990 Census, forty-
two percent of Williams' population stated Hispanic origins.

• Number of Households 	 703
• Persons/Household 	 3.2
• Median HH Income 	 $22,256'
• Per Capita Income 	 $9,054
• Unemployment Rate

(by the 1990 Census)
	 8 .3%

• Unemployment Rate (1992)
(EDD estimated)

	 15.7%

162% of State's median household income).

)<mplovment

Of a total woridorce numbering 1,041, thirty percent (291) is ernployed . in agriculture, forestry and/or

fishing. Major agricultural crops include rice, almonds, tomatoes, and walnuts . The County operates a

migrant housing center just inside the city limits ; however, the City does not have definite information
on the number of migrant or seasonal workers present . The agriculture, service and retail sectors

combined employ 75% of the City's workforce. There am no Industrial employers In the City

of Williams. The majority of Williams workers commute less than fifteen minutes (according to 1990

Census survey) to businesses and farms outside the city.
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Industry No, of Workers % of Workforce

AgriculturaVForestry/Ashing 291 30%
Services 232 24%
Retail Trade 205 21%

Williams' location at the junction of Interstate 5 and Highway 20 has encouraged development of

lodging and fast food businesses to accomodate the large number of north/south and east/west

travelers.

V V .

	

SOLID WASTE FACILITIES

Waste Collection & Disposal

Waste Management of Sacramento is the service provider for the City of Williams . Mother service

provider has an exclusive franchise to collect waste in Unincorporated Colusa County . Virtually 100%

of all residences are provided waste collection service, most typically using one 90-gallon container in

an automated system . Most of the commercial entities within the city limits are also on service . The

waste collected in the City of Williams was in the base year disposed at the Evans Road Landfill;

however, the landfill is now closed. Waste Management of Sacramento currently hauls Williams' waste

to a Sacramento County landfill which has increased disposal costs approximately thirty percent . The

Colusa County SRRE identified 1,973 tons of waste disposed by the City of Williams in 1991 . Break-

out by generator segment is illustrated in Table 2 .0 . It should be noted that the Colusa County SRRE

identified no measurable industrial wastestream for the City of Williams.

Table 1 .0
City of Williams Municipal Solid Waste Disposed

by Generator Segment for 1991

GENERATOR SEGMENT TOTAL TONS PER CENT

Residential 1,124.6 43%
Commercial 848.4 57%
Industrial 0.0 0%

Total 1,973 .0 100%

Revenue and Finance

The City bills property owners monthly for refuse collection and disposal service on the utility bill for

water and sewer services . Garbage collection and disposal fees are paid into an Enterprise Fund, from

which Waste Management of Sacramento is paid monthly, and through which, other costs associated

with administration are paid . Overall rates for collection and disposal have Increased at

an average of 15 .8% In the past year. Rates for disposal Increased 37% In the

1993-1994 fiscal year, due to closure of Evans Road Landfill and subsequent

transport of Williams' waste . According to the service provider, there has been no decrease in

use of service despite the increase in cost . Table 3 .0 illustrates 1992 garbage collection/disposal

rates charged by the City and rates effective as of January 1, 1994.
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Table 2 .0
City of Williams Garbage Collection/Disposal Rates

1992 RATES 1994 RATES
Collection Disposal Collection Disposal

Residential per month per month "per month "per month
• 1 Std can/2 resid . $5 .25 $3.66 $5.46 $5.01
• 1 Std can/1 resid . $7.60 $3 .66 $7.90 $5 .01
• 2 Std cans/1 resid . $10.25 $7 .32 $10.66 $10.02
• 1 Std can/1 resid .2X/week $12.55 $7 .32 -00- -00-

Commercial/Industrial
• 1 Standard Can ; 1X/week $8.06 $3.66 $8.34 $5 .01
• 1 Standard Can; 2X week $14.10 $7.32 $14.66 $10.02
• 2 Standard Cans; 1X week $12.73 $7.32 $13.24 $10 .02
• 2 Standard Cans ; 2X/week $22.28 $14.64 $23.17 $20 .04

Bins charqed City rate + 51%
(Incr. 4%) (Incr. 37%)

Avg .Total
Increase = 15.8%

'Collected 1 X/week except June through September - 2X/week ; as noted for commVindl accounts.
"Collected 1X/week except as noted for commVindl accounts.

Table 3 .0
City of Williams

1993-94 Refuse Fund Revenues & Expenses

REFUSE FUND
ACTUAL

1992-1993
BUDGET

1992-1993
1ST 6 MOS.
1993-1994

BUDGET
1993-1994

REVENUES (Full Year)
Residential Fees $54,857.00 $72,750.00 $28,888.28 $54,825.00
Commercial Fees 75,885.07 72,750.00 40,551 .20 $75,725.00
Three B's Sanitation 235.72 0.00 - 0 .00 - $380.00
Fees for Disposal 67,488.41 75,000.00 42,310.47 $67,000.00

Subtotal Revenues $198 .466 .20 $220 .500 .00 $111 .749 .95 $197 .930 .00
EXPENSES
Salaries, Wages, Personnel Exp . $7,062.37 $6,763.00 $3,085 .10 $1,030.00
Contractual Services (WM-Sac) $194,283.19 $200,000.00 '$63,027.65 $188,103.00
Capital Equip. & Maint . $1,469.49 $1,800.00 $490.00 $720.00

,Special Dept. Expense $1,247.81 $1,500.00 $104.81 $750.00
Subtotal Expenses $204 .063 .00 $210 .663.00 $66.707 .56 $195 .729 .00

($5,396.80)

'Started hauling waste to Sacramento County landfill in October. Budget does not reflect.

Once a year the City of Williams sponsors Community Clean-up Days . Refuse and discards collected

during these events are hauled away by the service provider, and disposal and collection costs are

born by the City . Average annual costs are between $3,000-$4,000 for these events, accounting for

the budgetary shortfall noted for 1992-1993 . The City Manager states that Refuse Fund shortfalls

have been covered by General Fund monies . The income stream as it is currently structured offers
little room for additional solid waste management expenditures, funding of diversion programs or staff
to carry them out.
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City of Williams Staff

Until April 1994, the City of Williams had a 40- hours/month paid consultant as City Manager . As the

demands on the City Manager's time increased this spring, the position was extended to full-time. In

addition to the City Manager, Williams has 15 full-time employees, six of them in the Police

Department . There are five (5) in the Public Works Department : Public Works Director (a working

director) ; Sewer Plant Manager, three (3) general maintenance workers . These five employees

operate the City's water/sewer systems and maintain the City's buildings, streets, sidewalks, trees and

two parks. (See Organization Chart, Append ix A.) In addition to experiencing a growth in population,

the City has nearly doubled its land area over the past several years through annexation . The City has
been seeking development projects in order to increase revenue but none have been finalized to

date.

)existing Diversion Programs/Facilities - Private

Diversion programs and activities available to the residents of the City of Williams as reported in Colusa

County's preliminary draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element include a drop-off/buyback

center in the City of Colusa nine miles away . Other diversion programs in the city include a newspaper

collection program to benefit the Recreation Commission, wherein a walk-in storage unit is placed on

City property and residents drop off papers . Waste Management collects and processes the papers

approximately once per year. This program is attributed to Williams in the Colusa County SRRE

Recycling Component . In 1991, one grocery store baled and backhauled its cardboard. This activity
is included in the Colusa County SRRE . Since early 1994, Waste Management of Sacramento has

been collecting glass and cardboard from a major restaurant/deli in town . WMX leases a baler to the
restaurant/deli and reports collecting approximately 2 .3 tons per month of cardboard and
approximately 0 .8 tons of glass per month. Included in this tonnage of cardboard is an unidentified

amount from a hardware store downtown that brings it over to be baled with that generated by the
restaurant.

Based on the diversion study performed for the preliminary draft of Colusa County's SRRE, which

included the City of Williams, diversion numbers by material type are allocated by percent of

population . The City of Williams represents 14% of the total County population of 16,275 in 1990.

Total diversion for Colusa County according to its SRRE, was 882 tons as contributed by the waste

types described below. Calculation of diversion for the City of Williams is shown in Table 5 .0, and

includes the additional short-term planning period diversion described above . White goods and car

bodies are not included here, pending revision and adjustment of the County's SRRE for excluded

material types.

City of Williams



Table 4 .0
Solid Waste Diversion

1991 Tons & Additional Program Tons

LOCATION
BASE-YEAR
TONS DIV .

ADDTNL S-T
TONS DIV.

Paper
Newspaper 18 .2

Corrugated cardboard 51 .4 15 .3
CRV Glass 27 .6
Recyclable Glass 5 .0
PET plastic 0 .3
Aluminum cans 16 .9

114 .4 20 .3
5 .5% 1 .0%

AlBt5 !`•
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Table 6 .0
City of Williams Waste Disposal by Generator Segment

1991

Category/Material Type
Residential
Generator

Commercial
Generator

Total
Tons

Percent Total
Weight

Paper 446 .52 445 .26 891 .52 45 .2%
ConvgatedBags 64.44 281 .33 345 .77 17.52%
Newspaper 79.50 12.33 91 .84 4 .65%
High Grade Ledger 0.00 1 .80 1 .80 .09%
Mixed Recyclable 143.62 30.65 174 .27 8.83%
Non-recyclable 158.69 119.15 277 .84 14.08%

Plastic - 103.23 62 .73 .165 .96 8 .4%
HDPE 26.93 8.43 35.36 1 .79%
PET 8.66 0.12 8.77 .44%
Film Plastic 46.48 43 .53 90.02 4.56%
Exp.Polystyrene 5 .13 3 .13 8.26 .42%
Other 16.03 7 .52 23 .55 1 .19%

Glass 59 .94 17 .04 76 .99 3 .9%
Refillable glass 0 .00 0.00 0 .00 .00%
California Redemption Glass 8 .01 9.86 17 .88 .91%
Other Recyclable 33 .98 7.18 41 .16 2.09%
Non-recyclable 17.95 0.00 17 .95 .91%

Metal 75 .76 41 .86 117 .52 5 .9%
Aluminum 7.05 7.76 14 .81 .75%
Ferrous

Y____

Non-ferrous	
68.61

0.001.35
25.08 93._69

__ 1 .35_
4.75%

.07%
White Goods 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Other 0.00 7.67 7.67 .39%

Yard Waste 177 .28 46 .95 224 .23 11 .37%

Organics 218 .32 227 .05 445 .38 22 .5%
Food waste 113.49 170.04 283 .53 14.37%
Tires 0.00 18 .15 18 .15 .92%
Rubber 9.94 2 .63 12 .57 .64%
Wood 48.73 31 .76 80 .49 4.08%
Agricultural 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Manure 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Textiles/Leather 46.16 3.18 49.35 2.50%
Other 0.00 1 .29 1 .29 .07%

Other Wastes 4 .17 4 .04 8 .21 .4%
Inert Solids 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Household Hazardous Wastes 4.17 4.04 8.21 .42%

Special Wastes 39 .75 3 .45 43 .21 2 .2%
Ash 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Soils 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Sludge 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Septage 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00%
Other (Disposable Diapers) 39.75 3.45 43.21 2 .19%

Total 1,124 .61 848 .39 1,973 .00 100 .00%

•

•
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VI . ACHIEVABLE PLANNING REQUIREMENTS

The City is not requesting reduced short-term planning requirements, as it is included in the Colusa

County AB 939 planning documents.

Reduced Diversion Requirements Requested

The City of Williams requests the California Integrated Waste Management Board to consider the City's
low generation rate, high unemployment, low per household income and lack of indusry as legitimate

obstacles to meeting the 25% short-term diversion requirement, and grant a reduced short-term

diversion level of 14% . The City believes it can reasonably achieve that level of diversion, with

the cooperation and assistance of its service provider.

Obstacles to Achieving Diversion

Williams faces several obstacles in implementing waste diversion programs due to funding constraints

and inadequate staffing . While Williams recognizes its responsibility for meeting the diversion

requirements of AB 939, it will need to rely on its service provider to implement programs its

population can afford, and pursue longer range plans with the County for establishment of a solid
waste agreement and a countywide solid waste funding mechanism.

Staff Constraints

The City has no money to hire staff dedicated to diversion program management and implementation.

The City Manager oversees solid waste issues and negotiations with the service provider for

implementation of diversion programs . Williams currently provides all city services with only fifteen City

employees, six of whom are police officers.
Financial Constraints

Current revenues in the Solid Waste Enterprise Fund, over and above what must be paid to Waste

Management of Sacramento, are less than $5,000 per year. The City of Williams' revenue-generating
capability is constrained by the following economic factors:

• Low household income

• High unemployment levels

• Relatively few households and businesses over which to spread additional solid waste system

costs.

Unlike the City of Woodland, where a similar curbside recycling program to that proposed for Williams is

reported to be achieving 10-11% diversion rates, the hauler believes that the higher percentage of

older, far less affluent residents will be able to reach only a 20% participation rate and is estimating an

overall 6% diversion rate for curbside recycling in Williams.

Implementation of the programs referenced below have been discussed with Waste Management of

Sacramento and estimated by that company to cost the City approximately $1 .50 to $2.00 per

household/customer, a 20% increase over current costs . As the table below illustrates, the programs

that the City can afford to implement with its small staff and the programs that can reasonably be

implemented by Waste Management in the short-term planning period show that the City of Williams

cannot realistically achieve the 25% requirement for the year 1995.
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potential Programs to Achieve a Reduced Diversion Rate

Plans are underway to implement a curbside program that would provide two-bin service one time per
week, collecting newspaper in one bin, and co-mingled recyclables in the other . Waste Management

has projected a per household charge that will be taken before the City Council for approval in the
next two months.

Waste Management plans to broaden the commercial program it has begun with the restaurant/deli in

Williams to include some of the fast food restaurants along the freeway . According to the 1991 SRRE,

Williams' commercial generator segment disposes only 848.9 tons per year . Currently approximately
76.7 tons/year is being diverted . Waste Management estimates only a 1 .4% increase in commercial
sector diversion.

The City Manager is planning to implement a schools education program in October that will kick off

the recycling program, and has presented sample materials to be used to elementary school teachers
of accelerated classes. Waste Management will assist with materials that they have developed,
including bi-lingual materials to facilitate education of the Spanish-speaking population of the City.

Planned diversion programs will include:

• Residential curbside recycling program with 2 containers
Targets: newspaper; CRV glass, plastic, aluminum, recyclable glass

• Commercial recycling

Targets: corrugated cardboard, high grade paper, recyclable glass

• Basic public awarenes~nfomiation programs to support residential curbside recycling;
• Schools program of basic waste awareness education to reach service subscribers

(residentiaVcommercial) .

Table 8 .0
Projected Diversion to Meet Reduced Requirements

PROGRAMS TONS %

Base-Year Diversion 114.4 tons 5.5%
Additional Short-Term Diversion 20.3 tons 1 .0%

Source Reduction
• Public Info/Ed (includes Backyard

—.—.,
8.3 tons .4%

Composting info/ed)
Recycling
• Residential Curbside Recycling 125.2 tons 6.0%
• Commercial Recycling - Restaurants,

Offices, Schools 20.8 tons 1 .0%
Education/Public

	

Information
• Schools educational program using 10.4 tons .5%

DOC materials

Total 299.4 tons 14 .3%

•
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Countywide and Regional Planning

Landfill issues have been the focus of Colusa County's energies and resources in the recent past;

however, more recently, regional options are taking shape that the City of Williams is interested in

pursuing with the County . Regional disposal options, a centralized County location for separation of

special wastes such as white goods, tires and scrap metals, as well as possible regional composting

operation are all under discussion. The City will keep informed and take an active role in seeking the

most cost-effective options for its solid waste managrnent needs in the future.

VII . SUMMARY

The City of Williams clearly meets the criteria established for Reduced Diversion and Planning
Requirements:

Geographic Area

	

8.7 square miles

Population

	

2,297 (1990)
Population Density

	

264 neopie/square mile

Waste Generation Rate

	

5 .7 tons/per day

The City of Williams petitions the CIWMB to grant the following:

• Reduced short-term diversion requirement to 14%

The City of Williams believes that meeting the short-term diversion requirement of 25% is beyond its

ability due to an inadequate revenue base, no industrial generator segment and a small residential

population over which to spread costs for program funding . City residents have had a 30% increase in

waste disposal costs in the past year due to closure of the County's landfill . In order to meet a reduced

diversion level, the City will rely on its service provider to implement most programs and activities.

Diversion programs have been negotiated with Waste Management, and are planned to be
implemented starting in October soon after the beginning of the new school year . The City

respectfully requests the California Integrated Waste Management Board to grant its petition for

reduced short-term diversion requirements to 14%.

Page 10
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CITY OF WILLIAMS

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE

Total Employees -15

CITY ADMINISTRATOR

City Clerk
Finance Director (1)

Public Works Director
(1)

	L__
Police Chief

(1)

Building and
Planning Dept.

(1)

5 Officers

Sewer Plant
Operator (3/4)

Deputy City Clerk
Billing Clerk (1)

Water, Streets, Parks
Government Bldgs.

(3 114)

City of Williams does their own billing for
water, sewer and garbage through Finance Department . Appendix A

r



LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
SEPTEMBER 19, 1994

California Integrated Waste Management Board

AGENDA ITEM # 63

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Request For Time Extension Under PRC
Section 41811 .5(e) For The Cities of Hercules, Pinole, San
Pablo, and Richmond, Contra Costa County

BACKGROUND:

In December 1993, Contra Costa County became the first County in the
State to present a Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan to the
Board for review and approval . While nearly all documents received
approvals, four jurisdictions, the cities of Pinole, Richmond, San
Pablo, and Hercules, received notices of deficiency for their Source
Reduction and Recycling Elements . The deficiencies resulted when
Board staff made adjustments to the baseyear diversion claims and
projections for excluded waste types . Without the diversion credit
for the restricted waste types the four jurisdictions' diversion
projections fell short of the 1995 and year 2000 mandated diversion
goals . The Board, at its December 1993 meeting, directed staff to
work with the jurisdictions as specified in Public Resources Code
(PRC) 41811 .5 to obtain documentation to substantiate the diversion
claims for excluded waste types . The jurisdictions are all members of
a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) known as the West Contra Costa County
Integrated Waste Management Authority (Authority) and their Board
directed CIWMB staff to work with the Authority's Executive Director
on this, and related, issues.

The jurisdictions were given 60 days .to submit documentation meeting
the criteria spelled out in PRC 41781 .2(c) in an effort to regain
diversion tonnage which had been excluded from base year claims during
our review of the final documents . Due to staff illness the Authority
requested and received an additional 30 days time to submit additional
documentation . CIWMB staff then had 60 days to review the
documentation and make a determination . While CIWMB staff was able to
allow diversion credit for scrap metals, the cities were unable to
substantiate their claim for inert solids, and the adjustments fell
short of the mandates . PRC 41811 .5(e) states that jurisdictions
receiving a Notice of Deficiency because of excluded waste types come
back to the CIWMB within 120 days of the disapproval with revised
SRREs which will make up the necessary diversion shortfall . If a
jurisdiction cannot revise and readopt a SRRE within 120 days, PRC
41811 .5 (e) allows the CIWMB on a case-by-case basis to grant an
extension for more time to prepare revised documents . The Authority
formally requested an extension on August 12, 1994, prior to the
October 17, 1994, deadline for action on their part . Local Assistance
staff then scheduled this agenda item for Board consideration and
direction.

ANALYSIS:

The Authority has requested an extension to July 1, 1995, to allow
• them time to fully develop a Regional Source Reduction and Recycling

Element (RSRRE) and return to the Board with a regional plan showing

•

V 1~
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how the cities will work cooperatively to develop additional diversion
programs and facilities to fully meet the diversion mandates of the
Act

The Authority was formed on April 2, 1991, as a JPA between the Cities
of El Cerrito, Hercules, Pinole, Richmond, and San Pablo . The
Authority is the successor agency to an earlier JPA formed in 1985.
The Authority is an entity which has been formed to provide for the
planning and implementation of diversion programs and necessary
facilities for the members, and to assist the members with all aspects
of complying with the requirements of AB 939 . The Authority believes
it has an excellent relationship with the members' franchise hauler
who is responsive to the cities' need to divert waste and comply with
the waste diversion requirements of AB 939.

Within the Authority area, solid waste collection services are
provided under exclusive franchise arrangements with Richmond Sanitary
Service (RSS) . RSS is also in partnership with the operator of the
Interim Transfer Station, and the developing Integrated Resource
Recovery Facility (IRRF) . On behalf of the cities for which RSS has
franchise agreements, RSS has developed and implemented numerous
diversion programs and public awareness activities . Following is a
sampling of efforts to comply with The Integrated Waste Management Act
of 1989 :

n Together, the affected cities expended approximately
$300,000 to prepare the individual SRREs and HHWE's;

n Curbside collection of source separated recyclables was
initiated during the last quarter of 1990 (materials
collected include newspaper, aluminum cans, glass
containers, steel/tin cans, HDPE, and PET);

n Expansion of the curbside program into multi-family housing
units began in 1991;

n Franchise hauler began a white office paper and corrugated
paper recycling service to commercial, industrial,
governmental and institutional customers in 1992 . More than
500 customers are currently being served;

n Franchise hauler initiated a school recycling program in
1991 with the West Contra Costa Unified School District
which actively educates elementary school-age children and
provides on-site recycling services for juice boxes, milk
carton, white paper, newspaper, cans, glass, and corrugated
paper . Over 75,000 students have been introduced to the
materials;

n Franchise hauler, in cooperation with the West County Times,
jointly developed a curriculum which could cover the service

y~6
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area, focus on local issues, and be distributed through an
existing vehicle entitled "Newspapers In Education ." This
curriculum has won several prestigious awards including : The
1993 Contra Costa County Recycler of The Year Award, The
California Western Circulation Manager's Association Award,
and The Golden Globe Award honoring it as the best
"Newspaper In Education Program" in California;

n Franchise hauler has had a Public Awareness Program since
1990 with an annual budget of $80,000 which enhances the
diversion programs already in place;

n Franchise hauler initiated a Christmas Tree Recycling
program and a telephone recycling program in 1991, both of
which are on-going;

n Each of the cities have adopted procurement policies
encouraging the purchase of products containing recycled
material and the purchase of reusable products;

▪ Workshops to educate citizens interested in backyard
composting have been conducted annually by RSS since 1992;

n The Authority joined with the County in 1992 in an
application to the CIWMB for designation as a Recycling
Market Development Zone (RMDZ), and then applied for and
received a $30,000 grant from DOC to conduct an education
program in the North Richmond portion of the RMDZ . The
purpose of the education effort was to inform residents of
the efforts to site businesses in this area which would use
plastics diverted from the waste stream;

n The Authority reports that use of the Board's Draft
Adjustment Methodology, when applied to 1993 disposal
tonnage numbers, indicates that the jurisdictions will be
achieving the 25% diversion level by late 1995;

n The Authority, on behalf of its members and Board of
Directors, has taken out a $17,000,000 Series A Bond from
the California Pollution Control Financing Authority to
design, construct, test, and operate Stage I of the
Integrated Resource Recovery Facility (IRRF);

n The Authority has arranged for construction of Stage I of
the IRRF, and has obtained most of the necessary permits to
begin construction;

n The West Contra Costa Sanitary Landfill has, in anticipation
of the jurisdictions needs, begun a pilot composting
operation and has obtained most of the necessary permits for
becoming a regional composting site ;
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n The Authority also brought together, as part of their market
development efforts, RSS and SIMS LMC Recyclers, to explore
areas of cooperation involving the recycling of metals and
the use of the Port of Richmond for shipping point access;

n In May and June 1994, each of the member cities had their
city councils adopt resolutions reaffirming their commitment
to work together cooperatively as a JPA for the purposes of
sharing implementation costs, responsibilities, development
of diversion facilities, and compliance with AB 939;

n The Authority wrote, adopted, and forwarded to CIWMB staff,
an AB 939 Implementation Report for the jurisdictions within
the boundaries of the Authority, as well as many other
documents, detailing efforts and progress in fully
implementing the Act;

n The Authority is currently advertising to hire a Manager for
their Source Reduction and Recycling Programs to develop,
implement, and administer programs selected for expansion
and implementation within the Authority area;

The city's original SRREs were prepared at a time (1990-91) when the
role of the Authority was not clearly defined . In addition, the Contra
Costa CIWMP was submitted well in advance of the AB 440 deadline . Had
the County waited, the cities of Hercules, Pinole, Richmond, and San
Pablo would not have had to submit final SRREs until August 31, 1994.
The re-formed Authority might then have had the lead time to finalize
agreements, prepare a Regional SRRE, and seek and obtain financing for
the necessary diversion facilities.

If the Board grants the requested extension to July 1, 1995, it would
allow the jurisdictions to re-group and redo a planning document with
the regional perspective, inclusive of the facilities and programs
that are in place and which are planned.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Options:

1)

	

Per PRC 41811 .5(e) grant the requested time extension to the
Authority to fully develop the JPA and prepare, adopt and submit
a Regional SRRE in substitution for the individual SRRES for the
cities of Hercules, Pinole, Richmond, and San Pablo which the
Board disapproved at the December 15, 1993 Board meeting.

The Board is being requested to grant an extension of the deadline to
submit final planning documents, not to grant an extension of time in
which to meet the diversion mandates.

The RSRRE will indicate how the cities will increase their adjusted

418
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diversion projections to meet the requirements of 25% and 50%
diversion.

2) Per PRC 41811 .5(e) grant a time extension as determined by the
Board Members.

3) Deny the requested time extension, direct the cities to revise
the disapproved SRRE, re-adopt them, and resubmit them to the
Board for approval.

RECOMMENDATION:

Due to the efforts that have been made to comply with the Act by
maintaining existing diversion programs and implementing the variety
of programs the cities have implemented to date, staff recommends
selecting Option 1.

ATTACHMENTS:

1: Chart showing the adjusted base year diversion rates and
.

	

projections.
2: Graph showing diversion history of the Interim Recovery Facility.

3. Resolution #94-327 granting time extension for preparation of a
Regional SRRE for the cities of Hercules, Pinole, Richmond, and
San Pablo.

4. Resolution #94-328 denying the request for a time extension for
preparation of a Regional SRRE for the cities of Hercules,
Pinole, Richmond, and San Pablo.

Prepared by : Michelle Marlowe-Lawrence

	

II\PIN -C Phone : 255-2307

Reviewed by : Dianne Ranqe Phone : 255-2304

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix ,w Phone : 255-2670

Reviewed by : Judith J . Friedman
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ATTACHMENT # 1

Staff Recommendations for Notices of Deficiencies:

1990, 1995 2aod 2000
ClaimedandCorrected'Diversion

(Corrections due to excluded . material diversion)

1 City 1990
Diversion .
Claim

1990

	

. .

	

' :
Corrected

1995

	

-
Projected
Claimed

1995
Corrected

2000
Projected
Claimed

2000
Corrected

HERCULES • 22 .8 % 9 .4 % 31 .8 % 21 .3 % 54 .4 % 47 .9 %

PINOLE 18 .0 8 .0 28 .1 19 .3 •50.0 43 .7

RICHMOND' 6 .3 25;.b : : 18 .1 50 .8 46 .3.

SAN PABLO 19' 4

	

'
., 9 .2 29.5 20.6 50.5 44 .1



9
N

DIVERSION HISTORY
`Interim Recycling Center (IRC) & WCCSL

Thousands of Tons
20

1990

	

1991

	

1992

	

1993

15

10

0
b

Attachment # 2

IRC

	

WCCSL Salvage

A :38d1v
Auguel 9 . 1994

Note : Curbside program initiated in last quarter of
1990. Diversion amount included in WCCSL Salvage
since Interim Recycling Center opened in 1991 . FIGURE 1
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ATTACHMENT # 3

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-327

FOR CONSIDERATION OF GRANTING A TIME EXTENSION FOR PREPARING
REVISED SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENTS FOR THE
JURISDICTIONS OF HERCULES, PINOLE, RICHMOND, AND SAN PABLO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC section 41000 requires that each city shall prepare
and adopt a Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which
includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, PRC section 41001 requires that the SRRE include a
program for the management of solid waste generated within the
jurisdictions, consistent with the waste management hierarchy
provided in Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the diversion programs selected must show how the
jurisdiction will achieve the diversion goals of 25 and 50
percent mandated by PRC 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the SRREs, Board staff found that
there was insufficient documentation to claim diversion credits
for excluded waste types specified in PRC 41781 .2 and
subsequently adjusted the base year diversion claims and
projected diversion levels, as called for in PRC 41801 .5 ; and

WHEREAS, this adjustment resulted in the aforementioned
jurisdictions' diversion projections to fall short of the
mandated diversion goals ; and

WHEREAS, the Board disapproved these jurisdictions' SRREs at the
December 15, 1993 Board meeting and directed staff to work with
these cities towards a solution ; and

WHEREAS, the cities proposed to develop a regional SRRE instead
of revising individual SRREs ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have been provided with ample documentation
of the cities efforts to comply with the Act ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff is supportive of the cities' desire to
resubmit a document which details the partnership and cooperation
of the cities in implementing diversion programs and building
necessary facilities ; and

V23



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
request for a time extension to July 1, 1995 as allowed by PRC
41811 .5(e) for the jurisdictions of Hercules, Pinole, Richmond,
and San Pablo so that they may develop and adopt a Regional SRRE
which details how they will increase their adjusted diversion
projections to meet the requirements of 25% and 50% diversion.
This Regional SRRE must be adopted by each of the jurisdictions
and submitted to the Board for review and approval.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

a,

•
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ATTACHMENT # 4

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-328

DISALLOWING A TIME EXTENSION FOR PREPARING REVISED SOURCE
REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENTS FOR THE JURISDICTIONS OF
HERCULES, PINOLE, RICHMOND, AND SAN PABLO

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans;
and

WHEREAS, PRC section 41000 requires that each city shall prepare
and adopt a Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) which
includes all of the components specified ; and

WHEREAS, PRC section 41001 requires that the SRRE include a
program for the . management of solid waste generated within the
jurisdictions, consistent with the waste management hierarchy
provided in Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the diversion programs selected must show how the
jurisdiction will achieve the diversion goals of 25 and 50
percent mandated by PRC 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the SRREs, Board staff found that
there was insufficient documentation to claim diversion credits
for excluded waste types specified in PRC 41781 .2 and
subsequently adjusted the base year diversion claims and
projected diversion levels, as called for in PRC 41801 .5 ; and

WHEREAS, this adjustment resulted in the aforementioned
jurisdictions' diversion projections to fall short of the
mandated diversion goals ; and

WHEREAS, the Board disapproved these jurisdictions' SRREs at the
December 15, 1993 Board meeting and directed staff to work with
these cities towards a solution ; and

WHEREAS, the cities proposed to develop a regional SRRE instead
of revising individual SRREs and have requested a time extenstion
to prepare this document ; and

WHEREAS, the 120-day timeframe allowed for the four cities to
have revised their disapproved SRRES will expire on October 17,
1994 ; and

WHEREAS, these jurisdictions are therefore found to be in
noncompliance with the Act ; and

~ZS



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby disapproves
the request for a time extension to July 1, 1995 as allowed by
PRC 41811 .5(e) for the jurisdictions of Hercules, Pinole,
Richmond, and San Pablo and requires the cities to revise their
SRREs to detail how they will increase their adjusted diversion
projections to meet the requirements of 25% and 50% diversion.

CERTIFICATION

The uhdersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on September 21, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

42.



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
Meeting Agenda

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 64

ITEM :

	

Update on the development of the Disposal Reporting
Regulations

I. SUMMARY

Under the disposal-based waste measurement system, accurately
determining the amount of solid waste disposed by each
jurisdiction is essential . There is an urgent need to institute
a system of disposal reporting procedures that will be used to
obtain the necessary disposal information beginning in 1995 . The
Board will need jurisdiction specific disposal amounts to
determine if local jurisdictions have met the goals of 25%
diversion in 1995 and 50% diversion in 2000.

Board staff conducted four informal workshops on the informal
workshop draft of the disposal reporting regulations in May.
Written comments were also received . The workshop draft
regulations have been rewritten as a result of the input and
comments.

Staff provided an update at the August Committee meeting . The
Committee requested another update on the disposal reporting
regulations at the September Committee meeting . Staff will
provide an update, including the number and type of comments
received prior to the Committee meeting.

II. ACTION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE

This item is for discussion only . Staff welcomes input from the
Committee.

III. ANALYSIS

An informal workshop draft of the disposal reporting regulations
was mailed to over 3,000 affected and interested parties,
including haulers, solid waste facility operators, jurisdiction
contacts, and various solid waste associations/groups . Staff
conducted four informal workshops in Diamond Bar on May 19, 1994,
Long Beach on May 20, 1994, Concord on May 24, 1994, and
Sacramento on May 27, 1994 .

42 1
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The workshops were very constructive . The discussions generated
many good alternatives and suggestions . Written comments were
also received as a result of the extensive public review . The
workshop draft regulations have been substantially revised and
rewritten as a result of the public comments.

A notice of the proposed regulatory action was published in the
California Regulatory Notice Register on August 19, 1994 . The
publication of the notice began the 45-day public comment period
which will end on October 3rd . The proposed regulations were
mailed to over 3,500 interested and affected parties.

Two public hearings are scheduled . The first will be held in
Sacramento On October 3, 1994, and the second will be held in
Irvine on October 5, 1994.

To comply with the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), a notice, initial study, and proposed
negative declaration were delivered to the Governor's Office of
Planning and Research on August 12, 1994 . The close of the CEQA
comment period will be September 24, 1994.

It is anticipated that the Committee and Board will be asked to
consider the regulations and the negative declaration at their
October meetings.

At the Committee meeting, staff will provide an update, including
the number and type of comments received prior to the Committee
meeting.

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

This item is for discussion only . Staff welcomes input from the
Committee.

V. ATTACHMENTS

None .

VI. APPROVALS

	

~
Prepared by

	

John Sitts e /

	

., \~

	

Phone 255-2422
Reviewed by

	

Lorraine Van Kekerix

	

Phone 255-2670
Reviewed by

	

Judith Friedman C~ 04Phone 255-2302
Legal Review : Elliot Block 625

	

Date/Time	 9/lt/9y1400c.
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
Meeting Agenda

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM (e5

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Approval for Adoption of Revisions to
the Used Oil Recycling Regulations, Title 14, Chapter
8, Sections 18601 Through 18656 .0, California Code Of
Regulations

I . SUMMARY

In 1991, the Legislature passed AB 2076, Sher (Stats, 1991, Ch.
817) the California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act (Act),rnow
codified in Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 48600 to 48691.
The primary purpose of this law, which became effective on
January 1, 1992, is to discourage the illegal disposal of used
oil.

The Act requires oil manufacturers, beginning October 1, 1992, to
pay $0 .04 to the Board for each quart of lubricating oil sold.
Beginning April 1, 1993, the public has the opportunity to bring
their used oil to certified used oil collection centers and
receive the $0 .04 per quart recycling incentive . The recycling
incentive is also available to industrial generators, curbside
collection programs, and electric utilities.

The Act authorized the Board to certify used oil collection
centers, issue grants or loans to local governments and nonprofit
entities, certify used oil recycling facilities, audit payments
of the recycling incentive, and establish an enforcement program.

II . ACTION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE

Committee members may wish to:

1. Approve the attached revised used oil recycling
regulations as recommended by staff and forward to the full
Board for action ; or

2. Direct staff to make further revisions to the used oil
recycling regulations and bring the item back to the October
meeting of the Local Planning and Assistance Committee and
the Board.

III . ANALYSIS

410 The existing regulations were adopted by the Board on March 31,
1993 . Implementation of the Used Oil Recycling Program resulted

S
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in the need to revise the existing regulations . Most changes to
the regulations are nonsubstantial or grammatical in nature, and
are introduced to provide clarification . Modifications to the
existing regulations were delivered to the Office of
Administrative Law on April 26, 1994 . .The 45-day public comment
period ended on June 20, 1994 . By the end of the comment period,
Board staff received 3 comment letters, only one containing
recommended changes . That letter was received by Pennzoil
Company with the following comments:

1) Section 18651 .2(b)

Eliminate the requirement to verbally offer to pay the recycling
incentive fee to the public

Staff Response

Since a certified used oil collection center must "pay to any
person an amount equal to the recycling incentive which the
center will receive . . .", Board staff has determined that it is
necessary for operators to "verbally" offer payment to meet this
requirement . In addition, this relieves the burden of the
customer having to ask for the recycling incentive . Payment
should be automatic unless the customer specifically states that
the incentive will be donated to the collection center . As a
result, Board staff did not revise this section based on the
reasons described.

2) Section 18651 .2(d)

Eliminate the requirement to collect a minimum of five gallons of
used oil per day and instead require a collection center to have
the capacity to accept at least a minimum of five gallons per
day.

Staff Response

Because there was a misinterpretation the meaning of this
section, Board staff has revised this section for clarity.

3) Section 18651 .2(g)(1)(D)

Delete the requirement to indicate if the recycling incentive fee
was paid if an entry exists for the amount of fee paid.

Staff Response

Board staff agrees that having an entry indicating if the
recycling incentive payment was made and a separate entry for the
amount of payment is redundant . For this reason, the need for
the entry indicating if the fee was paid is being deleted .
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Section 18651 .8

Allow oil collection facilities that are not certified used oil
collection centers to apply for reimbursement of the costs for
hauling contaminated oil.

Staff Response

Public Resources Code Section 48660 .5 very clearly states that
the Board can only provide reimbursement for contaminated oil if
the shipment of oil is from a certified used oil collection
center . Without a legislative amendment, non-certified used oil
collection centers are ineligible for any reimbursement . For
this reason, Board staff did not amend Section 18651 .8

General Comment

Remove the hazardous waste classification for used oil destined
for recycling.

Staff Response

.The Board has no authority in determining what materials are or
are not hazardous . Any such change in classification would•
require a legislative amendment.

The regulations are currently out for a 15-day public comment
period which ends September 12, 1994 . Since this comment period
ends after the time the agenda item was prepared, any additional
comments will be noted at the Committee Meeting.

Chevron U .S .A . Product Company and Browning-Ferris Industries
submitted comment letter in support of the revised regulations.

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Committee approve the proposed changes to
the used oil recycling regulations and forward them to the Board
for adoption.

V. ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 : Used Oil Recycling Regulations With Proposed
Changes

Attachment 2 : Used Oil Recycling Regulation Revised Initial
Statement of Reasons
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Attachment 1

Post 45-Day Comment Period Changes to Regulations for
• Implementation of the California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act.

The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) has
revised the text of the regulations which specify the
certification process for used oil collection centers and
recycling facilities ; the registration process for industrial
generators, curbside collection programs, and electric utilities;
the recycling incentive claim process ; and the local government
block grant program (14 CCR sections 18601, 18626, 18643 .3,
18650 ;-18650 .3, 18650 .4, 18650 .6, 18651 .0, 18651 .2, 18651 .21,
18651 .4, 18651 .8, 18653 .3, 18655 .2, 18655 .3, 18655 .5, 18655 .6,
and 18656 .0) . Additions are indicated by underline (underline)
and deletions are indicated by double strikeout (otrikcout).

Article 1 . . General Provisions and Definitions

18601 Definitions

(a) In addition to the definitions provided in the Public
Resources Code, the following definitions shall apply whenever
the terms are used in this Chapter.

(1) "Act" means the California Oil Recycling Enhancement
Act as described in Division 30, Part 7, Chapter 4 of the
Public Resources Code.

(2) "Annual report" means a report that is submitted to the
Board by each grant recipient beginning on the first January
1 after receiving a block grant and on or before January 1
thereafter for the term of the grant agreement, and as
defined in Section 48674 of the Public Resources Code.

(3) "Anonymously donated" means delivered to a used oil
collection center under circumstances which prevent
identification of the generator, such as delivery after
hours .

(4) "Block grant" means an award of funds from the
California Used Oil Recycling Fund to a local agency which
is based on the evaluation of an applicant's used oil
collection program submitted pursuant to Section 48690 of
the Public Resources Code.

(5) "Block grant account" means monies available for block
grants to local governments as described in Section
48653(a)(4) of the Public Resources Code.

(6) "Board" means the California Integrated Waste
Management Board.

•

	

(Q-5%) "CtW4t'bil rccycicr  ianu tur rafcc permit
iigiStFatiOD,number" means the registration number provided
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by the Board or its designee to all oil manufacturers . All
oil manufacturers must obtain a permit registration .number
from the Board prior to submitting reports to the Board.

(3&) "Curbside collection program" means a service which
collects used oil from households on a monthly or more
regular basis, and which may collect other recyclable
materials, including but not limited to newspaper, glass
containers, aluminum cans, and bi-metals.

(%g) "Department" means the Department of Toxic Substances
Control.

(S40) "Fee" means the $0 .16 per gallon fee that oil
manufacturers must pay to the Board for each gallon of
lubricating oil sold, pursuant to Section 48650(a) of the
Public Resources Code.

(le l') "Fiscal year" means the year commencing on July 1 and
ending on June 30 of each year.

(14.2"Generator" means any entity which generates used oil
or causes a used oil hauler to transport such oil.

(143) "Generator category" includes:

Industrial source
Marine source
Agricultural source
Governmental source
	Lined oil hauler or otoragc
Outside California
Other Haulers

The generator	 category	 io "Other"	 if oatcgorico	 (A) through

(13i) "Grant agreement" means the written document, and
any amendment(s) and written change orders thereto, which
is signed by the Board or by its designated representative
and the grant recipient, which defines the terms,
provisions'and conditions governing a block grant.

(14B) "Grant recipient" means the local agency which
receives a block grant from the Board.

(1&#) "Grant year" means the time period in which the
grant application submittal, evaluation, selection, and
award distribution will occur . The time period will begin

2

(A) Collection station (i .e ., service station,
garage, recycling center, curbside recycling
operation)
(GB)

shop,

	facility

L1



•

•

•

on the first day of July in one year and end on June 30 of
the next calendar year.

(161) "Incentive claim/report" means the formal request
fors-payment of incentive fees on used lubricating oil
either used to generate electricity by an electric utility,
or transported by a used oil hauler to a certified used oil
recycling facility or to an out-of-state facility
registered with the U .S . EPA and in compliance with the
regulations of the state in which the facility is located.

-The incentive claim/report is designed to satisfy the
report requirements described in Public Resources Code
Section 48670.

(14$) "Industrial oil", as it is defined in Public
Resources Code, Section 48616, includes, but is not limited
to, any compressor, turbine, or bearing oil, hydraulic oil,
metal-working oil, or refrigeration oil . Industrial oil
does not include di-electric fluids.

(16) "Internal combustion engine" includes engines
powered by gasoline, methanol, alcohol fuels, diesel,
compressed natural gas, propane, or butane.

(392'1) "Local agency" means a public entity which is a
city,' county, or district, or any political subdivision but
not the State.

(24.) "Lubricating oil", as it is defined in Public
Resources Code, Section 48618, includes any oil which is
intended for use in machinery powered by an internal
combustion engine . Lubricating oil includes oil intended
for use in an internal combustion engine crankcase,
transmission, gearbox, or differential in an automobile,
bus, truck, vessel, plane, train, heavy equipment, or other
machinery powered by an internal combustion engine.
Lubricating oil also includes consumer additives which are
intended to be mixed with lubricating oils in an internal
combustion engine anci systletac l~abr oating oils.
Lubricating oil does not'iriclude oI`"`intended for use in a
2-cycle engine where the oil is entirely consumed during
usage.

(21M "Manifest" means a uniform hazardous waste manifest
as 'defined in Section 25160 of the Health and Safety Code.

(243) "Modified Manifest Receipt" means the receipt
completed for each generator and attached to the manifest
pursuant to Section 25250 .8(b)(3) and (4) of the Health and
Safety Code.

(234) "Must" means a provision is mandatory.

3
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(24p) "Oil manufacturer" as it is defined in Section 48619
of the Public Resources Code, means the first person or
entity in California to take title to lubricating or
industrial oil for sale, use or transfer in California.
For purposes of this chapter a person or entity who first
takes title to lubricating or industrial oil from an out-
of-state entity, for purposes of sale or distribution, is
the oil manufacturer.

(25)	 "Oil rccycicr fcc permit number" meano the
'rcgiotration number provided	 by the Board to all oil

number from the Board prior to oubmitting rcporto to the
Board.

{28) fl bpezataz" Leans the person ar <ix €ity, responsible : : fd
the , handling, arid , collection of :,':used sail at . ; ;a certified . .zsei
oal collection center, curbside anllectian program, private
business £ state or local,: governmental agency, nonprofit
organization, or electric utility

(2& :) "Patron" means the person or entity delivering used
oil -to acertified collection center for storage and
transportation to a recycling facility.

(248) "Quarter" means a three month period during a
calendar year . For each year, the first quarter commences
January 1 and ends March 31, the second quarter commences
April 1 and ends June 30, the third quarter commences July
1 and ends September 30, and the fourth quarter commences
October 1 and ends December 31, all inclusive.

(289;) "Recycling incentive" means the amount the Board
pays for each quart of lubricating oil recycled, to every
industrial generator, curbside collection program,
certified used oil collection center, or electric utility
pursuant to Sections 48651(a) and (b) of the Public
Resources Code.

(1t) "Regional" means any geographic area which includes
two or more local agencies.

(34) "Used lubricating oil generated by a certified used
oil—collection center" means used lubricating oil generated
on-site by the certified used oil collection center . It
does not include used oil generated by an entity other than
the center, except used oil delivered by the public in
quantities of no more than 20 gallons per person per day.

(344) "Used oil collection program" means a program
undertaken by a local agency to encourage the collection,
recycling, and proper disposal of used oil generated at

4
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households . A used oil collection program includes, but is
•

	

not limited to, integration of used oil collection into an
existing curbside collection program, household hazardous
waste program, and a public education and awareness program
to promote opportunities for, and to educate the public as
to the benefits from, the recycling of used oil.

(3) "Used oil storage facility" means a hazardous waste
facility which stores used oil, as defined in Section
25123 .3(a) of the Health and Safety Code.

(33j,4) "Used oil transfer facility" means a hazardous
waste transfer facility that either stores used oil for
periods greater than 144 hours, or that transfers used oil
from one container to another as defined in Section
25123 .3(c) of the Health and Safety Code.

(345) "U .S . EPA" means the United States Environmental
Protection Agency.

Note :

	

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : 48601, 48616, 48618,
48619, 48651, 48660, 48670, 48671, 48674, 48690, and
48691, Public Resources Code.

•
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Article 3

18686 Exemption Certificates.

tai :-Scope and Applicability. All°sales or transfers of
lubr~cat ng ail in the state 7y an oil manufacturer are: subject:
to the oil :rec cl n fee unless exem ted . ""

r(b) 'Exemption from Responsibility for the »Oil Recycling Program
Pee ,A seller is exempt from responsibility fox the oil recycling
fee when the purchaser certifies in grating, in a timely manner,"
to the seller that the lubricating oil purchasedwill be used an.
an exempt manner as provided in PRC seed©ii 4865D. To ,he
considered timely; an exemption certificate shall be given:

{7) At any time before the seller bills the purchaser for
the lubricating oil, or ::: :., :

	

m

(2) At any time within the seller's normal : billing an€
payment:. cycle:;.., ?r;

tune at O. prior to delivery o£ the sub~eict oil ;, tc
the ...:purchaser •.

Exemption certificates axe valid until there is a change in the
use cif the oil as described an' the certificate,'he purchaser is
responsible:fox submitting a revised exemption certificate prior
to any change in use o£ the oil. purchased :;

{e Liability for the Fee tor.`4ther IIses
Tf a purchaser certifies in writing to a seller that the
lubricating: oil purchased will.be used in an exempt manner, as
provided in; PRC section 486 D 4b) , acid instead uses the
lubricating oil iu some other manner which is not exempt, the;
purchaser shall be liable for payment of the oil recycling fee as'.
if the purchaser were the first .person ox entity to take titls t
the lubric,ting oil for :;sale, use, or transfer in: this state-
The fee wili apply at the timer o£ the sales use nr transfer by
the . purchaser

rm ofExempgtion Certificates.
11 purchasers qualifying for an exemption must provide

certification as follows

he name and address of the purchaser,
he purchaser's C1wMB oil manufacturer registration.
iumber€

6
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e purchaser is not require
manufacturer registration numbe
that effect and th u reasons



descr ption of the lubsicatrng oil purchases
ssociated with the certificate ; including the Hurt

f gallons;
statement describing the` exempt"use of the

ing oil,pursuant to the exemptions c'lescrib
f :section 4$fi5 ;p (b) s

ignaturepfwthe purchasers.

	 the Board of the Mate of California Oil

Recycling Program Fee Exemption cert ficaet(CZWNIB Form }
t

.
Will satisfy the requirements of part rl(1), above

(e) "Qualified" kee Exemption Certlficastal
Purchasers may issue "Qualified" Fee!; Exemption Certificates ca
portion of the total oil purchased is to be used in an exempt
manner . in these cases, the CTWA?8 Fee Exemption Certif .cateform
requires Ghat a purchase order be attacheed Each purchase order
must indicate that the ail is purchased for exempt use 2f
purchase order Apes Hat so specify, it will : be presumed that the
oil ,purchased ie to be used ii a nonexempt manner, and is subject
r_ the fee .

einption. Certificates.
An exemption certificate which is not issued in a timely manner
a.s not retroactive, and:will not relieve the seller of the
responsibility for the fee, unless the seller presents

5 satisfactory evidence that (a.) : the specific oil. was usei
exempt manner or12) that the ;fee was patiRto the state. by. the
purchaser

(g) "Good Faith .;
A seller w 11 be 'presumed to have been issued a certificate sn
good faith in	
will not be relieved of the responsibility; for the oil recycling.
feet it Ictsew, az shau d have known, that ;the lubrzcata ng oil; '.
would not be used b the purchaser in an exe t manner:

eaalaEea "
"Civil penaltie

section 4861:
or...se.,~ar
K*

.,

rtion Certificate.
Resources Cade tPRC1
is'unauthorized issuancer. K

ut ar3 y Sections 40502 and 48641 . picb7 is Resources
Code.
teference : Sections 48650 and=9 68e, Public Resources
code . m w , .,. :	 mm	 ;

7
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CIWMB Form Number _

State of ;California
oilFRecycling Program

'ee Exemption Certificate

y Name of PgrahAeOr
or.

CI$M8;oil Manufacturer Registration•Number
(Ind sate ; Not Applicable^ .f . .the purchaser is not required to
have:a registration number)! .:, ., ..

I HEREBY CERTIFY that t#e oil . products described 1
am pure acing from
gill be used in the . ° ng exem t manner:

ion: ill. be exporters fram califorriia
e ail wilI be used in a vessel. operated in srntexstate or

foreign commerce
he oil. is purchased in Xulk (oil which is

	

nonpackaged
orm in containers alarger;: than 55 gallons} .•and uses in . .,

motor trucks Of three or mare axles which are;: more than!
10,00.0 pounds gross vehicle weight (Vehicle Code
Becton 34500 {a} , or
truck tractors {Vehicle Code Section 43500(b))

Tn the event the lubricating o`il purchased ;is not:!used as
indicated above, t is understood that I will report and pay the
appropriate fee for the reported number of such ., quarts or
gallons.

Descxiption,of product
{including number'; of .,ga

	 :.

ur'chase order

8

tature f Purchaser sr

need Name and Title,"

chased o being purchased

ticn certificates, attaci
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Article 5 . Used Oil Recycling Facilities

18643 .3 How does the Board certify or recertify a used oil
recycling facility?

(a) Following the annual inspection of a used oil recycling
facility pursuant to Section 48661 of the Public Resources Code,
the Department forwards an inspection report of the facility to
the Board.

(b) Within a minimum of six (6), a median of eight (8), and a
maximum of ten (10) working days of receipt of an inspection
report for a used oil recycling facility, the Board notifies the
operator of the facility in writing that its
certification/recertification is being processed.

(c) Within a minimum	 of twcnty fivc (25), a mcdian 	 of thirty
fivc (35), and a	 maximum	 of forty	 fivc (45) working	 dayo of

••n completion
ref the Board's evahiataon of the facility inspection report, the
Boa``rd notifies ""'the""ope`ratr of` the "facility "in 'writing that its

(1) Approved ; or

(2) Denied, and the reasons for denial.

Denial may occur when a facility is engaged in a repeating or
recurring pattern of noncompliance that poses a significant
threat to public health and safety or the environment . Such a
pattern may include violations as described in Public Resources
Code Sections 48661(b) and (c).

(d) If a certification is approved, the Board sends a
certificate to the operator of the facility.

(e) In case of denial, the operator of the facility may submit a
written request for a Board hearing.

Note :

	

Authority cited: Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48662,
Public Resources Code.

•
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Article 6 .0

		

Used Oil Collection Center Certification and
Operation Standards

18650 .0 Scope and Applicability.

Any person wishing to become a	 certified C~Yt

	

used oil
collection center, pursuant to Section 48660"of the Public
Resources Code, must comply with the provisions of this Article.

Note : Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660, Public
Resources Code.

18650 .3 What information am I required to provide in the
application for certification?

(a) To be considered complete, applications shall contain the
following information:

(1) A request for either initial certification, or
recertification.

(A) If the application is for recertification, it
shall include only that information which has changed
since the last application for certification was
submitted to the Board.

(2) The name, street and mailing address, and phone number
(if applicable) of the used oil collection center, and, if
different, of the operator.

(3) The type of organization which the operator represents.

(A) If the organization is an individual business
doing or proposing to do business under a different
name, the applicant shall provide a copy of the
fictitious business name statement.

(B) If the organization is a partnership, the
applicant shall provide a copy of the current
partnership agreement.

(C) If the organization is a corporation, the
applicant shall provide the corporate number$`aa
aiisignedbyand Articico	 of Incorporation ao	 filed with
the Sec're€ary of State, the name and pooition 	 of all
current corporate officero, and the agent for ocrvice
of proccoo .	 If a corporation	 applico for certification
of more than one uocd	 oil collection ccntcr, 	 it may
oubmit a	 copy of the Articico 	 of Incorporation	 with the
firot application oubmittcd and reference	 paid

10
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application	 in all oubocqucnt certification application
oubmittalo.

1 .	 If the operation	 io a for profit	 corporation
from a otatc othcr than California, a 	 copy of the

of Ctatc	 qualifying and authorizing the
corporation	 to tranoact	 buoincoo	 in California
ohall be oubmittcd.

(D) If the organization is a husband and wife co-
ownership, the application shall contain both names.

(E) If the organization is a local government agency,
the applicant shall provide a copy of the either an
authorizing lets ty9 .~I resolution from the governing
board .

(F) If the operation is a private, nonprofit program,
the applicant shall provide verification of nonprofit
status . An `one-	 copy of the following will

w~
constitute verification:

1. A,CPpygf.., etter from the Federal Internal
Revenue"''Service confirming tax exempt status
pursuant to Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code ; axd :o

2. A copy o£ atetter from the State of
California Franchise Tax Board confirming tax
exempt status pursuant to Section 23701(d) of the
Revenue and Taxation Code ; aed CX

3. A Cep paxate number as assigned )y :,.	 icico	 of
Incorporation	 filed"ii th the Secretary of State.

(4) The federal identification number (employer ID number)
of the organization.

(5) A description of the physical location of the facility
in relation to the nearest cross street.

(G)	 A oitc location map ohowing the general location	 of the
collection center . Cuch mapo	 ohall chow pointo	 of acccoo	 to
the oitc.

(7)	 The name, otrect and	 mailing addrcoo, and	 phone number
of the owner or lcaocholder,	 if applicable,	 of the	 facility

(A)	 If the	 applicant owno	 the property, a	 copy of the
deed, a current mortgage otatement or a current tax

11



bill which opccifically idcntifico the operator/owner

(D)	 If applicant	 io 1claoing, renting, or operating on
donated apace, a oigncd 	 copy of a lcaoc, rental
agreement	 or written permiooion from 	 the property	 owner
or leaacholdcr who hao authority to determine uoc of
the opecific property 	 ohall be provided.

(ea) If it is a proposed operation, the specific date the
center intends to begin accepting used oil from the public
at x~ra!; ;charge and off666666666 6666666666 6666666666

	

:

	

;a— a, .—a:avz.—;

	

.

	

—

	

•'

(17i) If it is an existing facility, the Specific date the
center began accepting used oil from the publicat no charge

	

and

	

6666 66 the zcyc g incentive .
.. ... ..

(448:) The actual days and hours the used oil collection
center is, or will be, open for business.

{9) The actual tags and , hours the used
ce

vil ;collects©n
ter is, o will be, a cepting used<oi~ from the public a:

PO ctia a ,and ©f ferias ttie re

(14O) If applicable, the hazardous waste generator
identification number assigned by either the Department of
Toxic Substances Control or the U .S . EPA.

(12L) Description of operations conducted at the collection
center, if any, in addition to the collection of used oil
from the public . Description of other materials collected
for disposal and/or recycling at the facility.

(132) TotalAanticipated or actual used oil storage vessel
capacity of„all storage tassels on site, in gallons.

(143) If the application is for initial certification, a
description of the type and frequency of advertising which
will be conducted to comply with Section 18651 .4 of this
Chapter.

(l€1) If the application is for recertification, a
description of the method and frequency of each type of
advertising conducted (since the previous application for
certification was submitted) to comply with Section
48660(b)(4) of the Public Resources Code and Section 18651 .4
of this Chapter . Whenever possible, an example or facsimile
of each advertising event should be included.

(166;5:) An indication whether the proposed operator or owner
also operates or owns a used oil hauler business, as defined
in Public Resources Code Section 48623, or a used oil

12
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recycling facility, as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 48624.

RT41 ' 3zdentify the romppa
whom the BoardMould pay

name!. or individual and address to
he recycling incentive

(17) Any other information the Board determines is
necessary to aid in a finding of compliance with Public
Resources Code Section 48660(b).

(b) The application shall be signed by the applicant(s) as
described below, under penalty of perjury . The signature block
shall contain an affidavit stating the following : "I certify,
under penalty of perjury, that the information contained in this
application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, and
that the facility for which this application is being made is
currently in compliance with all Federal, State and local
requirements t cert .ty that the property . owner"is aware that I
am applying to become a .certified used ©il collection center and
wi2l be accepting used oil from the public: Iagree to operate
in compliance"with "therequirementsof the California Oil
Recycling Enhancement Act, and with all related regulatory
provisions ."

(1) If the operator is a "partnership, the application shall
be signed by eeeh at least one partner with authority . to
band the partnersh

(2) If the operator is a firm, association, corporation,
county, city, public agency or other governmental entity,
the application shall be signed by the chief executive
officer or the individual with authority to legally bind the
entity to a contract.

(3) If the operator is a husband and wife co-ownership, the
application shall be signed by both the husband and the
wife.

Note : Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660, Public
Resources Code.

18650 .4 How does the Board process an application for
certification of a used oil collection center?

(a) The Board issues an identification number to all used oil
collection centers upon receipt of an application for initial
certification.

(b) All applications for certification are reviewed by the Board
for compliance with these regulations and with the Act.

13
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(c) The Board will periodically conduct field investigations to
verify the ongoing accuracy of information contained in a
certification application.

(d) The Board will notify an applicant in writing within a
minimum of six (6), a median of eight (8), and a maximum of ten
(10) working days of receipt of the application that it is
either :

(1) Complete and correct and accepted for further review;
or

(2) Incomplete and rejected and the reason(s) for
rejection.

(e) Upon determining that an application is complete and
correct, the Board shall notify the applicant in writing within a
minimum of twenty-five (25), a median of thirty-five (35), and a
maximum of forty-five (45) calendar days that certification is
either :

(1) Granted ; or

(2) Denied and the reason(s) for denial.

(f) If the Board grants certification, the applicant shall
receive the written notice, a certificate, and a certification
sign.
(g) If the Board denies certification of a used oil collection
center, and the applicant wishes a hearing on such denial, a
request for hearing must be made to the Board in writing.

(h) Reasons for denial of certification may include, but are not
limited to :

(1) Failure to provide information or documentation to
substantiate the application as stipulated in Section
18650 .3 of this Chapter;

(2) For recertification:

(A) The used oil collection center's certification
history demonstrates a pattern of operation in
violation of the requirements of the Act, including any
relevant regulations;

(B) The used oil collection center's certification
history demonstrates outstanding fines, penalties, or
unresolved audit findings.

(i) If the certification of a used oil collection center is
denied, the applicant can reapply for certification at any time.

14

•

•

•

44L



Note : Authority cited : . Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660, Public
Resources Code.

18650 .6 As the operator of a certified used oil collection
center, might there ever be an occasion when I will need to
submit a new application?

(a) Yes . An operator shall be required to file a new
application with the Board in accordance with the requirements of
this Chapter when any of the following conditions occur:

(1) A change in the location of the certified used oil
collection center ; or

(2) A change in the operator of the certified used oil
collection center ; or

(3) Expiration of the certificate pursuant to Section
18650 .8 of this Article.

(b) Because a .certificate is not transferrable (see Section
18650 .9 of this Article), an application for initial
certification must be submitted whenever there is a change in the
location or operator of a certified used oil collection center.

. (c) An application for initial certification or recertification
shall be submitted at least sixty (60) calendar days prior to any
of the events listed in (a) above to avoid any lapoc	 in 10E1 *f
incentive payments.

Note : Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660, Public
Resources Code.

18651 .0 What must I do with a certification sign once I have
received it?

(a) Aftcr	 April 1, 1993,	 all certified used oil collection
centers shall display a certification sign provided by the Board.
The sign shall be in compliance with Public Resources Code
Section 48660(b)(4) and will also include the following
information:

(1) State of California Certified;

(2)	 5 gallon per containcr/20 gallon per peroon per	 day
limit ;

15
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(32) Contaminated oil, or oil suspected of contamination,
may not be accepted;

(43) Space for insertion, by operator, of the center
operating hours.

(b) The certification sign must be posted in a location easily
readable from a public street . The sign may be posted in a
different location if requested in writing and approved in
writing by the Board.

(c) The certification sign shall not be displayed by any person,
company, or other entity not approved for certification by the
Board.

(d) The certification sign is the property of the Board and
shall be returned to the Board upon surrender, expiration, or
cancellation of certification.

Note : Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660, Public
Resources Code.

18651 .2 What are the required operational procedures for
certified used oil collection centers?

(a) Certified used oil collection centers shall operate in
accordance with all Federal, State and local laws and
regulations.

(b) Certified used oil collection centers shall accept used oil
from the public at no charge and shall verbally offer to pay eny
persons: an amount equal to the recycling incentive the center
will receive for the used oil.

(c) Certified used oil collection center operators shall not
accept more than twenty (20) gallons of used oil, in containers
not larger than five (5) gallons, from a person each day.

°x.% .RAC:JYA f_YP 9W<.°..G°R^J.°S, ..p°IW[O.!A94 P.R^3...1^A.°R RR.. A!.P.%9L..Jf LRRR^R°

	

[ F°i.:.

€3)	 operators qf.€eerti: ied	 elleea....centersgrayset:::a maximum
Unlit.foruse•iubrzratina oil ace-beed at t.certif'zed centers
The tax3,mum limit ' may ndt be peg than	
;day .
	 :	 gallons	 r	 arnn.,..	 per

(dg) Used oil received from the public may be refused if it is
contaminated by materials which render the used oil infeasible
for recycling . Certified used oil collection center operators
shall provide the name and address of the nearest business or

16



governmental entity which accepts contaminated oil to any member
• of the public whose used oil is refused due to contamination.

(e) If the collection center accepts used industrial oil in
addition to used lubricating oil, it shall maintain a Used
Industrial Oil Receipt Log . The Industrial Oil Receipt Log shall
include :

(1) Date used industrial oil received, and
(2) Quantity of used industrial oil received, in gallons or
quartsT

~€g)If the All collection centers io owned or operatcd 	 by a uocd
oil hauler orauocd 	 oil rccycling facility, it shall maintain a
Used Oil Receipt Log . The Used Oil Receipt Log shall include:
(1) An entry for each receipt of used oil . This entry shall
include :

(A) Printed name, addreoa and signed name of patron;
(B) Date received;
(C) Quantity of oil received, in gallons or quarts;

Amount "of recycling 'incentive fee id ; i'fany;( )
(Egg) Indication e if the 9il c lubricating or
industrial oil,#and

	

kc

	

.
() An indication if the used lubricating oil was:

1 .

	

	 Ccncratcd by the collection center itoclf,
From out of state (in which case no incentive

payment was made);
ate;. Anonymously donated.

(h)	 If the collection center io owned or operatcd by a uocd	 oil
hauler or a uocd oil rccycling facility.

Xb) The percentage of anonymously donated used lubricating oil
received must not exceed ten (10) percent of the total amount
received for any quarter.

(a) The Board may refuse to pay the recycling incentive to the
center for the amount of anonymously donated used lubricating oil
in excess of ten (10) percent of the total amount received for
any quarter.

(aj) Should a center wish to receive payment of the recycling
incentive for a quantity of anonymously donated used lubricating
oil in excess of ten (10) percent of the total amount received
for any quarter, the center shall petition the Board for
approval . Such petition shall be a written request describing
why the center is entitled to payment . The Board shall notify
the center in writing within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt
of the petition that it is either:

17
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(Ai)
($2)

Approved ; or
Denied and the reasons for denial.

Note :

	

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Sections 48660(b),
48660(c), 48660(d), rd""48670, Public Resources Code.

18651 .2
Center?

(g)	 *Iei; Logs must be available for inspection at the collection
center, or other location specified in accordance with Section
18650 .7 of this Article, during normal business hours . Logs must
contain data for the last three-year period.

Authority cited :sections 40502 ;; and 48641, Public
Resources Cade, zt ez nee, Section 48660 {kr), Public
ResourcesCode

18651 .4 As the operator of a certified used oil collection
center, how do .I comply with the Act's requirement for periodic
advertising in local media?

(a) Advertising using one or more of the following mechanisms at
least once every six months shall constitute compliance with the
requirements of the Act:

(1) Newspaper, magazine, newsletter or other periodic
publication;
(2) Radio;
(3) Press releases, public service announcements, or
feature news;
(4) Printed material including brochures or posters;
(5) Outdoor advertising including billboards and transit
signs ;
(6) Special events;
(7) Television;
(8) Direct mail;
(9) Yellow pages.

lubricating o'1 is accepted at the center
center accepts used iubricating oil at no
payment of the recycling incentive.

(c) Certified uocd oil collection 	 ecntero may	 advcrtioo
cooperativcly .,Two or more collection centers may combinc thcir
rcoourcco and j©itlyhadvertise their centers jointly, provided
the name, location:-and hours of operation of each center is
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(b) An advertisement shall include the name, location,
use~I

and indicate that the
charge, and offers

and hours

use



identified, and the form and frequency of advertisement complies
with part (a) of this Section sM The :advert"isement must. .also
andicate that each center accepts used lubricating oil . _at no
charge and offers-paymentof the recycling incentive

(d) Should a collection center wish to implement an advertising
program different from that described in part (a) of this
Section, the center shall petition the Board for approval by
submitting a written request describing how the center will meet
the advertising requirement of the Act . The Board shall notify
the center in writing within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt
of the petition that its request is either:

(1) Approved ; or
(2) Denied and the reasons for denial.

Note : Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660, Public
Resources Code.

18651 .8 How do I apply for reimbursement of additional disposal
costs pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 48660 .5?

The Board may reimburse`an operator of a certified used!: oil
collection 'center for the cost of hauling contaminated oil minus

• the amountnormally charged to haul the same amount of
uncontaminated oil To receive reimbursement, an operator must,
submit a written . request to the Board _

(a) An applicant must include:

(1) The collection center name, its location, and its Board
identification number;

(2) The hazardous waste generator identification umber (ID
Number assigned by either the California Department of
Toxic Substances Control or the U .S . EPA;

(3) Quantity of shipment for which reimbursement is sought,
in gallons;

(4) Source, type, and level of contamination (if known);

(5) Registered hazardous waste hauler (pursuant to Article
6 .5, Chapter 6 .5, Division 20, Health and Safety Code)
name, ID Number, and actual total disposal cost;

(6) A statement signed by the applicant(s) as described
below, under penalty of perjury . The signature block
shall contain an affidavit stating the following : "I
certify under penalty of perjury that the information

19
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contained in this application is true and correct to
the best of my knowledge .";

(7) Signature of collection center supervisor.

(b) Applicant must also submit:

(1) A copy of invoice or receipt from a used oil hauler
indicating:

(A) The Uniform Hazardous Waste Manifest number for
the shipment;

(B) Amount of actual total disposal cost minus the
amount normally charged to pick-up the same amount
oil uncontaminated oil;

(2) Copy of the Uniform Hazardous Waste Manifest from the
used oil hauler;

(3) Copy of established certified used oil collection
center procedures for preventing contamination of oil
with . hazardous waste.

(c) In any calendar year, a certified used oil collection center
shall be reimbursed for not more than one shipment of
contaminated used oil and for not more than five thousand
dollars ($5,000) in disposal costs, subject to the
availability of funds pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 48656.

Note :

	

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48660 .5, Public
Resources Code .

•
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Article 6 .1

	

Registration Requirements for Industrial
Generators, Operators of Curbside Collection
Programs, and Electric Utilities

18653 .3 What information an I required to provide in the
application for registration?

(a) To be considered complete, applications for registration
shall contain the following information:

(1) A request for either initial registration, or for a
change in registration.

(A) If the application is for a change in
registration, it shall include only that information
which has changed since the last application for
registration was submitted to the Board.

(2) The type of organization which the generator or program
represents .

(A) If the organization is an individual business
doing or proposing to do business under a different
name, the applicant shall provide a copy of the
fictitious business name statement.

(B) If the organization is a partnership, the
applicant shall provide a copy of the current
partnership agreement.

(C) If the organization is a corporation, the
applicant shall provide the corporate number;-as
assigned by and Articico	 of	 Incorporation ao	 filed with
the "Secretary of State, the name and pooition of all
current corporate officero,	 and the agent for	 ocrvice
of proccoo .	 If	 a corporation applico to rcgiotcr more
than	 once, it may oubmit a 	 copy of the Articico	 of
Incorporation with	 the firot	 application	 oubmitted and

rcgiotration application oubmittalo.

1 .	 If the	 operation	 io a for profit corporation
from	 a otatc other than	 California, a copy	 of the

of Ctatc	 qualifying and authorizing 	 the

(D) If the organization is a husband and wife co-
ownership, the application shall contain both names.

(E) If the organization is a local government agency,
the applicant shall provide a copy of Ethea :the
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authorizing letter orresolution from the governing
board.

(F) If the operation is a private, nonprofit program,
the applicant shall submit verification of nonprofit
status . Ariy ane. , A 	 copy of the following will
constitute'`" verification:

1. A espy of a 'Btetter from the Federal Internal
Revenue Service confirming tax exempt status
pursuant to Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue code ; and

2. A COpy. . .pf1 titter from the State of
California" Franchise Tax Board confirming tax
exempt status pursuant to Section 23701(d) of the
Revenue and Taxation Code ; end or
3. A corporate number assigned by Articico 	 of
Incorporation filcd with the Secretary of State.

(3) The federal identification number (employer ID number)
of the organization.

(4) If the organization is an industrial generator or an
electric utility, a description of the physical location of
the facility in relation to the nearest cross street.

(5) If an industrial generator or an electric utility, the
name, street and mailing address, and phone number of the
operation.

(6) If an electric utility, the Public Utilities Commission
identification number, if applicable.

(7) If a curbside collection program, the name, street and
mailing address, and phone number of the offices of the
program operator.

(8) If the organization is a curbside collection program,
the actual days of collection, the 4uristction or areasiay .red, and a description ofother materials collected.

(9) If applicable, the hazardous waste generator
identification number assigned by either the Department of
Toxic Substances Control or the U .S . EPA.

(10) If an industrial generator, description of the type of
business conducted.

(11) An indication whether the proposed applicant also
operates or owns a used oil hauler business, as defined in
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Public Resources Code Section 48623, or a used oil recycling
•

	

facility, as defined in Public Resources Code Section 48624.

entity''the: company name or individual and address to
Board should a the recycling incentave

(12.21 Any other information the Board determines is
necessary to aid in a finding that the organization is
eligible for payment of recycling incentives pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 48651.

(b) The application shall be signed by the applicant(s) as
described below, under penalty of perjury . The signature block
shall contain an affidavit stating the following : "I certify,
under penalty of perjury, that the information contained in this
application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, and
I agree to operate in compliance with the requirements of the
California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act, and with all related
regulatory provisions ."

(1) If the operator is , a , partnership, the application shall
be signed by eater st least one partner w thAAautEotity to
bind the partners"

(2) If the operator is a firm, association, corporation,
county, city, public agency or other governmental entity,
the application shall be signed by the chief executive
officer or the individual with authority to legally bind the
entity to a contract.

(3) If the operator is a husband and wife co-ownership, the
application shall be signed by both the husband and the
wife.

Note : Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Section 48651, Public
Resources Code.

Article 7 . Recycling Incentive Payments

18655 .2 On what used oil can a recycling incentive be paid?

(a) For industrial generators, certified used oil collection
centers, and curbside collection programs, all lubricating oil
sold or transferred in this state or imported into this state
after October 1, 1992, for which a $0 .04 per quart or $0 .16 per
gallon fee was paid to the State of California and, after use,
was transported after April 1, 1993, by a used oil hauler to a
certified used oil recycling facility, or to an out-of-state
facility registered with the U .S . EPA and in compliance with the
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regulations of the state in which the facility is located, is
eligible for payment of a recycling incentive.

(b) Certified used oil collection centers may claim the
recycling incentive only for used lubricating oil collected from
the public and/or generated on-site by the used oil collection
center . A certified used oil collection center cannot claim the
recycling incentive for used oil generated by an entity other
than the center, except used oil delivered by the public in
quantities of no more than 20 gallons per person per day.

(c) For electric utilities, all lubricating oil sold or
transferred in this state or imported into this state after
October 1, 1992, for which a $0 .04 per quart or $0 .16 per gallon
fee was paid to the State of California and, after use, was used
to generate electricity after April 1, 1993, is eligible for
payment of a recycling incentive . Electric utilities may only
claim recycling incentive payments for lubricating oil used in
equipment owned by the electric utility.

(d) If the Board finds that it has paid a recycling incentive
for used lubricating oil which was transported to a non-certified
used oil recycling facility, or to an out-of-state facility not
in compliance with regulations of the state in which the facility
is located, the claimant shall be responsible for refunding the
amount of the payment to the Board Any refundsma be deducted
from future re clip incentive claims

	

". . ." .. .

	

"'""

(e) If the Boardfinds . that it has paid the recyelanz~ incentive
to the opexatax 01w used ailoi collet ion center which was no
accepting used lubricating l: from the pudic at! no charge a d
offering the recycling incentive, the claimant shall be'
responsible; for refunding the amount ;of the payment to the Board
Any refunds! may he deducted from future rer clin incentiv'e
claiiss ,.

Note :

	

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Sections 48651 (a) and
(b), Public Resources Code.

18655 .3 When can an incentive claim be submitted?

No more than three incentive claims per quarter shall be
submitted to the Board . Claimo may not	 be oubmittcd prior	 to
April 1, 1993 . The last claim for a quarter must be postmarked
made on or before the last day of the month following that `""""
quarter.

Note :

	

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Sections 48651 (a) and
(b), and 48670 Public Resources Code.
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18655 .5 How do incentive claims relate to quarterly reports, as
described in Public Resources Code Section 48670?

(a) Incentive claims satisfy the quarterly report requirements.
Businesses must provide a quarterly report<or submit a recycling
incentive cIai.m only a they wand payment far used oil hauled °"
durnr , the: quart~rq

(b) Industrial generators, curbside collection programs,
electric utilities, and certified used oil collection centers
must submit an incentive claim/report on or before the last day
of the month following each quarter in which used lubricating oil
was :

(1) Transported by a used oil hauler to a certified used
oil recycling facility;

(2) Transported by a used oil hauler to an out-of-state
facility registered with the U .S . EPA and in compliance with
the regulations of the state in which the facility is
located ; or

(3) Used by an electric utility to generate electricity.

(c) No more than three incentive claims/reports will be accepted
for each quarter.

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Sections 48651 (a) and
(b), and 48670, Public Resources Code.

18655 .6 What must be submitted with an incentive claim?

Incentive claims submitted by industrial generators, curbside
collection programs, certified used oil collection centers and
electric utilities must:

(a) Be accurate, complete, and typed or legibly handwritten in
English ; and

(b) Contain all of the following information:

(1) Full name, address, and telephone number of the
certified or registered entity preparing the incentive
claim/report ; and

(2) Full name and telephone number of a contact person for
purposes of the report ; and

25
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(3) The identification number as issued by the Board
pursuant to Section 18650 .4(a) or 18653 .4(a) of this
Chapter.

(4) The signature and title of the representative of the
entity authorized to prepare the report . The signature block
shall contain an affidavit stating the following : "I
certify under penalty of perjury that the information
contained in this claim/report including attached copies of
invoices, manifests and manifest receipts, is true and
correct, and that no other claim has been submitted on this
used oil to the best of my knowledge ." ; and

(5) If applicable, the amount of new lubricating oil
purchased from a vendor or an oil manufacturer in the
quarter or since the last incentive claim/report was
submitted .

	

Specify if no lubricating oil was purchased;

(6) If new lubricating oil was purchased, copies of the
purchase receipts, invoices, or other documentation showing
payment of the $0 .04 per quart or $0 .16 per gallon
lubricating oil recycling fee to a vendor or the State of
California;

(7) The amount of used lubricating oil transported to a
certified used oil recycling facility or to an out-of-state
facility registered with the U .S . EPA and in compliance with
the regulations of the state in which the facility is
located for the period since the previous claim;

(8) Copies of completed; typed;oi legibly handwritten
manifests or modified manifest Areceipts from used oil '
haulers pursuant to Health & Safety Code Section°25

.'%°r
$:

the amount of used" lubricating oil foi zhich a
being made;

(9) Electric utilities shall include the amount of
lubricating oil used to generate electricity pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 48651 (b) for the period since
the previous claim ; and

(10) The total monetary amount being claimed.

Note :

	

Authority cited : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference : Sections 48651 (a) and (b)
and 48670, Public Resources Code.

18656 .0 How long will it take for the Board to process my claim?

You can expect payment for your incentive claim within thirty
five (3S)fxtty. . .,(50calendar days of the postmark date of your
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claim The Board. wall process and forwarr :your claim for payment
tohe State controllers office (BCC) within 35 days after the
postmare <	he Board finds cause to inv	
provisions of- your claim this time period will be extended until
resolution . The sco will ,pay :the claim within is calendar days
ofxcept of the. claa.m-from the Board : e

. .,

Note :

	

Authority cited :

	

Sections 40502 and 48641, Public
Resources Code . Reference :

	

Sections 48651 (a) and
(b) and 48670, Public Resources Code

	

Section 926 .' .7I
Government Code SectionF84'75 R . State dministrativew ..,.V .~ .m, .. ._~. w ,
Manual .
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Attachment 2

INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS

Chapter 8

Article 1 . General Provisions and Definitions

18601 Definitions.

A) General Problem Statement

There are several terms in the regulations with meanings specific
to the used oil recycling program . To clarify their meaning for
participants, the terms should be defined.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

This section is needed to define terms with meanings specific to
the used oil recycling program not defined in statute.

Subsection (7), formally subsection (25), defines "CIWMB oil
manufacturer registration number" .

	

This is the definition for a
term in the regulations with a meaning specific to the Used Oil
Recycling Program . The word "permit", as originally part of the
definition, historically refers to an approval or warranting of
an activity which requires formal action of approval or denial by
a Board . The word "permit" has been replaced with "registration"
in order to avoid misinterpretation.

Renumbering of subsection (12) is needed to make the "Generator
category" consistent with the existing Quarterly Used Oil Hauler
Report form.

Subsection (20) defines "lubricating oil" . The definition has
been amended to include the term "synthetic lubricating oils"
which is also subject to the recycling incentive fee.

Subsection (26) defines "operator" . This is needed to clearly
identify the person responsible for the handling and collection
of used oil at a certified collection center, curbside collection
program, electric utility, or other place of business.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48651, 48660, and 48672, Public
Resources Code .
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Article 3 .1 Exemption Certificates

• 18626 . Exemption Certificates

A) General Problem Statement

Manufacturers, sellers and purchasers of lubricating oil will be
presumed to be responsible for the payment of the oil recycling
fee until the contrary is established . These presumptions may be
rebutted by the seller by establishing that the lubricating oil
sold or transferred is not subject to the fee.

In order to receive an exemption, the seller must file for and be
issued a certificate of exemption.

The law provides that for the proper administration of the Oil
Recycling Enhancement Act (Act), and to prevent avoidance of
payment of the associated fees, all sales or transfers of
lubricating oil in the state by an oil manufacturer are subject
to the oil recycling fee, unless specifically exempted . Public
Resources Code (PRC) section 48650 provides that no recycling fee
payment is required on certain sales or purchases of oil.
Detailed information is needed in order to satisfy the terms and
conditions of section 48650 . A clear and consistent mechanism
and format is necessary so that a manufacturer can provide
•evidence to the Board, which would result in an exemption from
payment.•

B) Purpose and Necessity of Requlation

PRC section 48650 is a provision in the statute which allows an
exemption of sales for export . Section 18626 is needed to
provide guidelines pertaining to the information which is
required so that a seller or purchaser can be exempted from
paying the recycling fee.

This regulation is necessary in order to provide a mechanism for
an entity to be exempt from paying the recycling fee . Subsection
(a) provides guidance for the parties responsible for providing
proof of exemption . It serves as an administrative mechanism
which places the burden of proof on the issuer.

Subsection (b) is needed in order to clarify the term "timely",
and to provide clear direction regarding when an exemption should
be submitted to the Board . "Timeliness" is clearly defined so
that a seller or purchaser can determine what constitutes a
normal timeframe for submittal of information, so that an
exemption can be issued, if appropriate . Additionally, this
regulation is necessary in order to provide a minimum format for
an exemption.

•
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Subsection (c) is needed in order to clearly indicate that there
may be legal consequences of issuing an exemption certificate
which is not subsequently used in the manner for which it was
intended.

This subsection of the regulation is necessary in order to
clearly define terms of financial liability . It provides a
seller or purchaser with necessary information not provided by
the statute, which pertains to the financial responsibility for
paying the recycling incentive fee . It is needed so that the
purchaser is notified of the responsibility associated with
issuing and accepting exemption certificates, and is needed so
that a purchaser or seller is informed of a timeframe for
reporting the fee if a feeable sale or purchase is made.

Subsection (d) is needed to advise a purchaser of the specific
and minimum information requirements which are to be submitted to
the seller.

Subsection (e) is needed to provide clarity . It eliminates the
need for a purchaser to issue a separate exemption if a portion
of oil purchased is to be used in an exempt manner, thus
providing some . flexibility in the Used Oil Program.
Additionally, this subsection of the regulation is needed to
clearly explain financial responsibility of oil purchasers.

Subsection (f) is needed to further define the financial
responsibility of a seller if a certificate of exemption was not
obtained or was not obtained in a timely manner.

Subsection (g) is needed in order to inform sellers that they may
be financially responsible for payment of the oil recycling fee
if the seller knew or should have known that the oil was not
being used in an exempt manner.

Subsection (h) is needed to define and explain that there may be
criminal and/or financial consequences if a false or misleading
exemption is issued to a seller or purchaser.

C)

	

Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48650 and 48680, Public Resources Code.

Article 5 .0 Used Oil Recycling Facilities

18643 .3 How does the Board certify or recertify a used oil
recycling facility?-

A) General Problem Statement

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 48662 requires the Board to
certify/recertify used oil recycling facilities . Staff

3
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determined that an adjustment must be made to this section to
• allow more time to complete the certification/recertification

process.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

Section 18643 .3(c) requires a minimum of twenty five (25), a
median of thirty five (35), and a maximum of forty five (45)
working days to notify the operator of the facility in writing
that its certification is either approved or denied . Upon
implementation of the used oil recycling facility certification
process, staff determined that a longer period of time is
necessary to obtain required information from outside sources to
determine the suitability of a facility.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48662, Public Resources Code.

Article 6 .0

	

Used Oil Collection Center Certification and
Operation Standards

18650 .0 Scope .and Applicability.

A) General Problem Statement

411
This section does not clearly define who must comply with Article

	

'

	

6 .0 .

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

A change was made to this section to clarify who must comply with
Article 6 .0.

C) Authority: Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660, Public Resources Code.

18650 .3 What information am I required to provide in the
application for certification?

A) General Problem Statement

PRC Section 48660(a) allows the Board to require operators of
facilities to submit any information that the Board determines is
necessary to find that the center is eligible for certification.
Changes made to the existing regulations are to clarify types of
information needed to complete the certification process.

Also, to streamline the certification process for applicants,
information previously required of the operators regarding site

	

•
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location maps, Articles of Incorporation, and property ownership
has been deleted.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

Subsection (a)(3)(C) requires operators to submit Articles of
Incorporation to verify corporation status information . The
Board now has access to the Secretary of State database and can
obtain the necessary information by using the corporate
identification number issued by the Secretary of State.
Therefore, the Articles of Incorporation requirement has been
deleted.

The change made to Subsection (a)(3)(E) provides local government
agencies with the option of providing an authorizing letter in
lieu of a resolution from its governing board . The authorizing
letter or resolution is needed to identify the individual(s) or
organization ultimately responsible for the operation of the
collection center for both payment and auditing purposes.

Subsection (a)(3)(F) clarifies information necessary for the
operator of a private, nonprofit program to submit to the Board.
The change to this subsection clearly shows that the operator has
the option to provide either a letter from the Federal Internal
Revenue Service, a letter from the state of California Franchise
Tax Board, or a corporate number as assigned by the Secretary of
State as verification of private, nonprofit status.

To reduce the amount of information that the applicant must
submit, Subsection (a)(6) has been changed to no longer require a
site location map.

Subsection (a)(7) required specific land owner information . Upon
implementing the certification program, this information has been
found to be unnecessary and the subsection has been deleted.

Subsection (a)(6), previously Subsection (a)(8), was amended to
clarify the exact date on which a proposed operation will begin
accepting used oil from the public at no charge and offering the
recycling incentive . This information is necessary to determine
when a certified collection center will be eligible for payment
of any recycling incentive.

Subsection (a)(7), previously Subsection (a)(9), was amended to
clarify the exact date on which a existing facility will begin
accepting used oil from the public at no charge and offering the
recycling incentive . This information is necessary to determine
when a certified collection center will be eligible for payment
of any recycling incentive .

5
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Subsection (a)(9) has been amended to require the actual days and
hours a certified collection center is accepting used oil from
the public at no charge and offering the recycling incentive.

This information is provided to the Board's Hotline to inform the
public exactly when they can bring their used oil to a certified
collection center.

Subsection (a) (12) has been amended to request the total used oil
storage vessel capacity on site . This information is necessary
for auditing purposes.

Subsection (a)(16) had been added to assist the Board's
Accounting Section in determining to whom the Board should pay
the recycling incentive.

Subsection (b) has been amended to include verification that the
operator of a center has made the property owner aware of the
application for certification as a certified used oil collection
center and will be accepting used oil from the public . To
streamline the application process for applicants, Subsection
(b)(1) no longer requires that each partner in a partnership sign
the certification application . The subsection now only requires
the signature of at least one partner with authority to bind the
partnership.

C)

	

Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660, Public Resources Code.

18650 .4 How does the Board process an application for
certification of a used oil collection center?

A) General Problem Statement

Section 18650 .4(f) does not clearly show that the applicant will
receive a "certification grant letter" from the Board once
certification has been granted.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

This change is necessary to clearly state that the applicant will
receive a written notice specifically granting certification once
all requirements are met.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660, Public Resources Code.

18650 .6 As the operator of a certified used oil collection
center, might there ever be an occasion when I will need to
submit a new application?

6



A) General Problem Statement

Section 18650 .6(c) requires applicants to submit revised
information pursuant to (a) of this section . Current wording
implies that recycling incentive payments are continuous.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

This section has been amended to clearly show that failure to
submit required information pursuant to (a) of this section may
result-in a loss of incentive payments.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660, Public Resources Code.

18651 .0 What must I do with a certification sign once I have
received it?

A) General Problem Statement

The statement "After April 1, 1993" in Section 18651 .0(a) is no
longer significant to this section.

PRC Section 48660(b)(4) requires onsite signs to be of a design
specified by the Board . Section 18651 .0(a)(2) of the regulations
requires the certification sign to contain the language:
"5 gallon per container/20 gallon per person per day limit ."
Certified center operators often limit the total quantity of used
oil accepted to less than 20 gallons per person per day . Patrons
may become confused by the existing certification signs and
conclude that the center accepts 20 gallons per person per day.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

"After April 1, 1993" in Section 18651 .0(a) has been deleted
since the date is no longer significant to the implementation of
the Used Oil Program.

To avoid confusion by the public, the statement "5 gallon per
container/20 gallon per person per day limit" has been deleted
from Section 18651 .0(a)(2).

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660, Public Resources Code.
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18651 .2 What are the required operational procedures for
certified used oil collection centers?

A) General Problem Statement

Upon implementation of the certification program, staff
determined that many operators were confused about how to
specifically offer the recycling incentive to the public.
Section 18651 .2(b) has been amended to clarify the program
requirements for the participant.

While Section 48660(c) requires that a certified used oil
collection center accept no more than 20 gallons maximum of used
oil per person per day, it does not specify a minimum quantity.
The regulations should specify a minimum quantity of used oil
accepted by a center.

Section 18651 .2(f), previously subsection (e), was amended for
clarification.

Section 18651 .2(g) previously required collection centers owned
or operated by used oil haulers or a used oil recycling facility
to maintain a Used Oil Receipt Log . That requirement has been
extended to all certified collection centers as a method of
ensure a 20 gallon per person per day limit, provide a tracking
method of used oil contributions, discourage the public from
attempting to dispose of contaminated used motor oil, and as a
means for the detection for potential fraud.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Requlation

To avoid further confusion, the word "verbally" has been added to
Section 18651 .2(b) to indicate specifically how a certified
collection center operator must offer the recycling incentive to
the public.

Section 18651 .2(d) had been added to specify a 5 gallon minimum
quantity of used oil accepted by all certified used oil
collection centers . This addition is needed to insure that
centers accept an adequate quantity of used oil from the public.

Section 18651 .2(g) has been amended to require all certified
collection centers to maintain a Used Oil Receipt Log . Previous
discussions with the Department of Conservation's Division of
Recycling (DOR) resulted in DOR stating that it is imperative
that a log book be maintained as a means for detection of
potential fraud . DOR speaks from experience because of its
history in the implementation of the Beverage Container Act . In
addition, staff of the Used Oil Recycling Program have begun
visiting certified centers and many centers are maintaining a log
book voluntarily . Certified centers that are not maintaining a
log book have asked for guidance on this issue.

8
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This change has resulted in the deletion of Section 18651 .2(h).

C)

	

Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : "Sections 48660(b), 48660(c), and 48660(d),
Public Resources Code.

18651 .21 Must I keep the Used Oil Receipt Log at the collection
center?

A) General Problem Statement

The language for this regulation was previously in Section
18651 .2 . Previously, however, the language pertained
specifically to used oil haulers or recycling facilities since
they were required to maintain a log book.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

The language of this regulation was moved to make it clear that
all certified centers must keep the log book at the collection
center . A new section number and name was written for purposes
of clarity.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660(a) and (b), Public Resources
Code.

18651 .22 If I am required to maintain a log, must I keep the log
at the collection center?

A) GeneralProblem Statement

Renumbering of this Section 18651 .22 is required for clarity.

Section 18651 .22(h) refers to collection centers owned or
operated by used oil haulers or use oil recycling facility . This
section is redundant and is no longer needed.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

Section 18651 .22 has been renumbered and Section 18651 .22(h) has
been deleted for clarity.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660(a) and (b), Public Resources
Code .

9



18651 .4 As the operator of a certified used oil collection

S center, how do I comply with the Act's requirement for periodic
advertising in local media?

	

. A)

	

General Problem Statement

PRC Section 48660(b)(4) requires certified used oil collection
centers to periodically advertise in the local media, but does
not specify acceptable advertising methods or frequencies.

B)

	

Purpose and Necessity of Requlation

Subsection (b) was amended to clarify when used lubricating oil
will be accepted by the center.

Subsection (c) was amended to clarify that two or more collection
centers may advertise jointly . In addition, the amended
regulation requires each advertisement indicate the hours when
each center will accept used lubricating oil at no charge and
offer payment of the recycling incentive . This regulation is
necessary to inform the public of the operating hours of the
center as well as the availability of the recycling incentive.

C)

	

Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660, Public Resources Code.

41 18651 .8 How do I apply for reimbursement of addition disposal
costs pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 48660 .5?

A) General Problem Statement

PRC Section 48660 .5(a) requires that a certified collection
center apply to the Board for reimbursement of additional
disposal costs . Operators have expressed confusion regarding the
amount of reimbursement for contaminated oil and the procedures
required to claim that reimbursement . The regulations have been
amended to clarify the requirements for reimbursement of
contaminated oil.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

Section 18651 .8 has been amended to indicate that, upon written
request, the Board may reimburse operators for any additional
disposal cost for hauling contaminated used oil above the amount
normally charged to haul the same amount of uncontaminated oil.
This change is needed to inform the operators that they may be
reimbursed only for additional disposal costs and that all
requests must be in writing.

•
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C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48660 .5, Public Resources Code.

Article 6 .1

	

Registration Requirements for Industrial
Generators, Operators of Curbside Collection
Programs, and Electric Utilities

18653 .3 What information am I required to provide in the
application for registration?

A) General Problem Statement

PRC Section 48651(a) requires the Board to pay a recycling
incentive to qualified industrial generators, curbside collection
programs, and certified used oil collection centers . Changes to
Section 18653 .3 of the regulations are necessary to clarify the
information needed to complete the registration process and ease
the registration process for applicants.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

Subsection (a) (2)(C) requires operators to submit Articles of
Incorporation to verify corporation status information . The
Board now has access to the Secretary of State database and can
obtain the necessary information by using the corporate
identification number issued by the Secretary of State.
Therefore, the Articles of Incorporation requirement has been
deleted.

The change made to Subsection (a)(2)(E) provides local government
agencies with the option of providing an authorizing letter in
lieu of a resolution from its governing board . The authorizing
letter or resolution is needed to identify the individual(s) or
organization ultimately responsible for the operation of the
collection center for both payment and auditing purposes.

Subsection (a)(2)(F) clarifies information necessary for the
operator of a private, nonprofit program to submit to the Board.
The change to this subsection clearly shows that the operator has
the option to provide either a letter from the Federal Internal
Revenue Service, a letter from the state of California Franchise
Tax Board, or a corporate number as assigned by the Secretary of
State as verification of private, nonprofit status.

Subsection (a) (8) was amended to require curbside collection
program applicants to identify the jurisdiction or area serviced.
This change is necessary to avoid registering more than one
entity for a single curbside collection program.

Subsection (a) (12) had been added to assist the Board's
Accounting Section in determining to whom the Board should pay
the recycling incentive .

11
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Subsection (b)(1) was amended to require the signature of only
. one partner who has the authority to bind the partnership,

instead of the signature of each partner.

C)

	

Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48651, Public Resources Code.

Article 7 .0

	

Recycling Incentive Payments

Section 18655 .2 On what used oil can a recycling incentive be
paid?

A)• General Problem Statement

In situations where recycling incentive claims are paid in error,
or certified collection centers received recycling incentive
payments without accepting used lubricating oil from the public
at no charge and offering the recycling incentive, the Board must
have a mechanism to recoup the payments . Amendments to Section
18655 .2 specify circumstances in which the claimant is
responsible for refunding recycling incentive payments to the
Board.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

Subsection (d) requires all claimants who receive a recycling
incentive claim for used oil which was transported to a non-
certified used oil recycling facility, or to an out-of-state
facility not in compliance with the regulations of that state
refund the payment to the Board . This subsection was amended to
allow the Board to deduct any monies paid in error from future
recycling incentive claims.

Subsection (e) was added in response to concerns that a recycling
incentive claim could be paid to a certified used oil collection
center which was not accepting used oil at no charge and offering
the recycling incentive . This new subsection makes the claimant
responsible for refunding the amount of the payment to the Board.
It also allows the Board to deduct payments made in error from
future recycling incentive claims.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48651(a) and (b), Public Resources
Code.

18655 .3 When can an incentive claim be submitted?

A) General Problem Statement

12
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The sentence "Claims may not be submitted prior to After April 1,
1993 ." in Section 18655 .3 is no longer significant to this
section.

Current regulation states that for any claimant submitting a
recycling incentive claim to the Board, the last claim for a
quarter must be submitted on or before the last day of the month
following that quarter . However, it does not allow for mail
which has been postmarked prior to the deadline but received by
the Accounting Section after the deadline.

B)

	

Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

The sentence "Claims may not be submitted prior to After April 1,
1993 ." in Section 18655 .3 has been deleted from this section
because the date is no longer of significance to the
implementation of the Used Oil Program.

Section 18655 .3 has been amended to allow the Board's Accounting
Section to accept for payment recycling incentive claims
postmarked on the last day of the month following the quarter but
received after the deadline.

C)

	

Authority :

	

Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference :

	

Sections 48651(a)and

	

(b),

	

and 48670,
Resources Code .

Public

18655 .5

	

How do incentive claims relate to quarterly
described in Public Resources Code Section 48670?

reports, as

	

.

A) General Problem Statement

PRC Section 48670 states that to be eligible for recycling
incentive payments, entities must provide to the Board reports
quantifying the amount of used lubricating oil purchased and
transported to used oil recycling . facilities . The statute does
not clearly show that a participant need only submit a report if
the entity requests payment for used oil hauled during the
quarter.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

This section was amended to clarify that a quarterly report or
incentive claim is only required if the business wants payment
for used oil hauled during the quarter.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48651(a)and (b), and 48670, Public
Resources Code .

13
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18655 .6 What must be submitted with an incentive claim?

A) General Problem Statement

Section 18655 .6(b)(8) requires that all incentive claims be
accompanied by a copy of manifests or modified manifest receipts
from used oil haulers before payment can be made . This section
is being modified to indicate that the manifest or modified
manifest receipt must be complete according to the Health and
Safety Code.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Requlation

To assist the Board's Accounting Section in processing the
recycling incentive claims, the regulations were modified to
indicate that operators must submit copies of a completed, typed,
or legibly handwritten copies of manifests or modified manifest
receipts with the claims.

Section 18655 .6(b)(8) was also modified to indicate that all
manifest or modified manifest receipts must be completed pursuant
to the Health and Safety Code Section 25250 .8.

C) Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
.Reference : Sections 48651(a)and (b), and 48670, Public
Resources Code.

Section 18656 .0

	

How long will it take for the Board to
process my claim?

A) General Problem Statement

Section 18656 .0 is being amended to increase the time the Board
has to pay claims and to clarify the process in which claims will
be processed . Historically, it has taken longer than 35 days to
process claims because of errors, illegible copies of manifests
or modified manifest receipts, or the volume of claims received
any given calendar quarter.

B) Purpose and Necessity of Regulation

The modified regulations will state that the Board will process
and forward a claim to the State Controllers Office (SCO) within
35 days after the postmark date . The regulations further states
that the SCO will pay the claim within 15 calendar days of
receipt of the claim from the Board . This modification is being
proposed to be consistent with the Prompt Payment Act in Section
926 .17 of the Government Code and Section 8475 of the State
Administrative Manual .

14
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C)

	

Authority : Sections 40502 and 48641, Public Resources Code.
Reference : Sections 48651(a)and (b), and 48670, Public
Resources Code . Section 926 .17, Government Code . Section
8475, State Administrative Manual.
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE
Meeting Agenda

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM it ~Qr(

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Approval of the Draft Report on Heavy
Metals in Packaging Study

I . SUMMARY

Assembly Bill 2393 (Cortese, Chapter 357, Statutes of 1992),
uncodified, requires the California Integrated Waste Management
Board (CIWMB) to conduct a study of the presence of heavy metals
in packaging and the threat which heavy metals in packaging pose
to public health and safety and the environment . The CIWMB is
further required to report the results of the study to the
Governor and the Legislature on or before January 1, 1995.

The study, as required in the bill, includes : a determination of
the effect of heavy metals in packaging on solid waste landfills
and transformation facilities ; a determination of public health
and safety and environmental hazards ; and recommendations for any
actions needed to reduce heavy metals from packaging . In
determining the public health and safety hazards associated with
heavy metals in packaging, CIWMB consulted with the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and the Department
of Health Services (DHS).

AB 2393 specified the following heavy metals to be investigated
by the CIWMB : antimony, arsenic, barium, beryllium, cadmium,
chromium, cobalt, copper, lead, mercury, molybdenum, nickel,
selenium, silver, thallium, vanadium, and zinc.

CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

AB 2393 signed by the Governor	 7/24/92
Project assigned to staff 	 8/93
Survey letter mailed to packaging associations 	 3/8/94
First draft report submitted for manager's review	 6/1/94
Draft report submitted to OEHHA and DHS	 8/2/94
Draft circulated internally to advisors	 8/9/94

Projected Milestones:
Draft report to be presented to Local Assistance

& Planning Committee	 9/19/94
Report consideration by Board at Board meeting 	 9/21/94
To Cal-EPA	 10/1/94
To Governor's Office	 11/1/94
To Legislature	 1/1/95

41S
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II . ACTION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE

Committee members may wish to:
1. Approve the draft report, with its recommendations, and

forward to the full Board for action ; or
2. Direct staff to make further revisions to the

recommendations in the report and bring the item back to the
October meetings of the Local Assistance and Planning
Committee and the Board.

III . ANALYSIS

AB 2393 is a follow up measure to AB 1609 (Cortese) which was
vetoed by Governor Wilson in 1991 . AB 1609 would have created a
new program within the CIWMB for regulating foil capsules used in
the packaging of wine bottles . In vetoing AB 1609, the Governor
indicated that the bill inappropriately involved the CIWMB in
public health issues that were within the scope of responsibility
and expertise of the Department of Health Services.
Incidentally, foil capsules are no longer used on wines sold in
California per a settlement agreement between wine bottlers and
the Department of Justice on December 6, 1991.

The report presents data on leachate analysis, incinerator ash
and stack emission analysis, amount of packaging waste being
disposed of in landfills, and the presence of heavy metals in
packaging . In determining the effects of heavy metals in
packaging, this study did not include a risk assessment of
packaging because, in addition to having insufficient data, risk
assessment is site-specific and considers site specific factors
such as hydrogeology, weather patterns, location relative to
fauna and flora, and exposed human populations . The report does,
however, discuss the risks and hazards of the heavy metals and
the possible pathways where they may enter the environment or
pose a threat to human health.

Nationwide, packaging comprises around 29 .2% of the total
municipal solid waste (MSW) generated . In California, staff
estimated that packaging contributed 14 .3 million tons out of a
total of 38 .9 million tons of municipal solid waste generated in
1990 . This represents around 36 .8% of the total waste generated
in the State.

Heavy metals can be present in packaging either because these
metals are part of the raw materials, the formulation of the
packaging material, or these metals are contained in a packaging
component (such as labels, coatings, or fasteners/closures) . The
common uses of metals in packaging are as pigments or colorants,
heat stabilizers for plastics especially polyvinyl chloride
(PVC), flame retardants, glaze, and foil wrappers .

V lt
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The Coalition of Northeastern Governors (CONEG) initiated
restrictions on the use of heavy metals in the manufacture of
packaging . CONEG's Source Reduction Council developed model
legislation restricting the use of four heavy metals (lead,
cadmium, mercury, and hexavalent chromium) . The model
legislation was subsequently adopted by seventeen states, with
certain modifications in some states . The model legislation
suggests phased reduction of these four heavy metals from 600 ppm
(a summed total of the four metals), then to 250 ppm, finally to
a goal of 100 ppm after a specific number of years from the
effective date of the law.

To evaluate the potential threat posed by metals in landfill
leachate, documented metal concentrations in the leachate of
various landfills were compared with the soluble threshold limit
concentrations (STLC) of the metals . STLC is a level set by the
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and it is the
concentration of a solubilized and extractable bioaccumulative or
persistent toxic substance which, if equaled or exceeded in a
waste or waste . extract renders the waste hazardous . The STLCs
used by DTSC in determining whether a material is hazardous are
calculated by taking the federal drinking water standards of the
metals and multiplying them by an attenuation factor of 100 . A
100-fold attenuation means that the soluble metal concentrations
will be reduced 100 times by the soil column between the source
of the metals and underlying groundwater.

In California, the State Water Resources Control Board maintains
a database on the results of its monitoring of all MSW landfill
leachates.and groundwaters . The Regional Water Quality Control
Boards (RWQCBs) issue Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) for
each operating landfill in California . These WDRs prescribe the
types of wastes that can be disposed of at landfills as well as
mandating groundwater monitoring near landfills . All landfills
with liners are also required to monitor any leachate generated.
Monitoring data is provided to RWQCBs according to the schedules
laid out in the WDRs, in most cases quarterly and sometimes
annually . It is to be noted that none of the metals monitored
exceeded their STLCs in the leachate.

In evaluating the incinerator ash and bottoms, the total
threshold limit concentration (TTLC) was used . TTLC is another
criteria which DTSC established to determine if a waste is
hazardous or not and it is the concentration of a solubilized,
extractable, and nonextractable bioaccumulative or persistent
toxic substance which, if equaled or exceeded in a waste, renders
the waste hazardous . Therefore, TTLC is a limit not only for
solubilized and extractable forms of a substance but also for
that part which cannot be extracted by liquid . Analysis of the
metals in the MSW incinerator ash showed that the higher ranges
of some of the metals exceeded the TTLC and therefore would
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classify the ash as hazardous requiring that the ash to be
disposed of in a hazardous waste landfill.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
1. Per a US EPA report, packaging waste discarded nationwide in

1990 was 47 .4 million tons . This represents 29% of the
total MSW discarded . In California, 14 .3 million tons of
-packaging waste was discarded which represents 36% of the
total municipal solid waste discarded in the State.

2. All of the metals studied may potentially be used in
packaging . However, beryllium, molybdenum, silver, and
thallium are used infrequently and only in small amounts in
packaging.

3. Seventeen states have laws restricting the-use of heavy
metals in packaging . Their laws have been patterned after
the CONEG model legislation.

4. Respondents to the CIWMB survey of packaging associations
indicated they are already meeting CONEG's recommended
levels for cadmium, chromium, lead, and mercury.

5. Some heavy metals are needed in the manufacture of packaging
components to maintain a satisfactory performance for their
intended function.

6. Heavy metals may also be present in packaging because of the
natural occurrence of the metal in packaging raw materials.

7. The California State Water Resources Control Board's (SWRCB)
landfill leachate monitoring program showed that the
concentration of metals in leachate never exceeded the
soluble threshold limit concentration (STLC) levels set by
the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC).

8. Municipal solid waste incinerator ash (bottom ash and fly
ash) contains metals at levels that would classify the ash
as hazardous in some instances.

CONCLUSIONS and RECOMMENDATIONS

Conclusion 1.
CIWMB concludes that heavy metals in packaging do not
currently constitute a significant threat to the groundwater
surrounding landfills . This conclusion is based on the
findings that : 1) metal levels in California MSW landfill
leachates do not exceed the STLC levels ; 2) an EPA study
done in several states (including California) showed heavy
metal levels in leachates to be below the regulatory STLC
levels ; and, 3) it is important to note that STLC levels
were not exceeded even though it is known that other wastes
containing heavy metals in MSW may contribute heavy metals
to the leachate.

Recommendation:
To detect future contamination, the current MSW landfill
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leachate monitoring program in California should be
continued so that SWRCB/RWQCBs can continue to monitor
whether metals in landfill leachate threaten the public
health and environment . The monitoring data should be
periodically scrutinized to assess whether a problem is
starting to occur . Should landfill leachate quality
deteriorate because of the presence of metals, it would be
necessary to determine whether the increase in metal
concentration is due to the metal's use in packaging
materials or from other sources . Such determination would
be costly, resource intensive, and would involve
sampling/sorting of wastes going to the landfill and
conducting leachability tests for the packaging and other
materials being disposed in the specific problematic
landfill.

Conclusion 2.
Although incinerator ash may, on occasion, exceed regulatory
limits for heavy metals, no study has demonstrated that
heavy metals in packaging are causing the heavy metals to
exceed their regulatory limits . As all MSW incinerator ash
is treated and disposed so as to mitigate any heavy metal
migration, the adverse environmental impact on or from MSW
landfill is not a factor.

Recommendation:
The CIWMB does not recommend mandatory restrictions of
metals in packaging without any evidence of ash problems
being caused by packaging containing heavy metals.

Conclusion 3.
Inadequate and incomplete data exists on packaging materials
that contain heavy metals . Thus, it is difficult to
estimate the potential human and environmental health risks
from exposure to heavy metals in landfilled or incinerated
packaging products ; however, following a review of published
literature and SWRCB/RWQCB landfill leachate studies, the
CIWMB has concluded that there is no cause for alarm at the.
present time and that additional studies are not warranted .'

Recommendation:
A comprehensive "health risk assessment" would be required
to adequately assess human health risks ; however, the CIWMB
has concluded from the literature and SWRCB/RWQCB landfill
leachate studies, that conducting the extensive studies
required to perform a comprehensive risk assessment specific
to packaging is not warranted at this time . Extensive
studies would be required to further assess sources of heavy
metals, answer questions of the heavy metal content of all
packaging materials, heavy metal leachability, the fraction
of all heavy metals in landfills contributed by packaging,
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exposure data, and the attenuation by MSW of heavy metal
migration to leachate.

Conclusion 4
It is common knowledge that heavy metals can be harmful to
humans and the environment and it is desirable that human
contact and environmental release be minimized.

Recommendation :
The CIWMB should continue to encourage . additional voluntary
reductions and substitutions, except where no substitute is
feasible, of heavy metals presently being made by the
manufacturers of packaging.

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Committee adopt the draft report and
forward--. it to the Board at the next Board meeting.

V. ATTACHMENTS:

1 . Executive Summary of Heavy Metals in Packaging Report

VI. APPROVALS

Prepared by :	 Relly S . Briones	 ~('(V	 Phone
:	 (916)255-2626	

Reviewed by :	 SteveAustrheim-Smith

,k74

Phone :	 (916)255-2464	

Approved by :	 William R . Oryt,4744/7/09y Phone :	 (916)255-2490

Legal review :	 Date/Time	 ;7/,,//Y/G'/Cor
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0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The California Integrated
Waste Management Board (CIWMB)
has been directed by the
Legislature through Assembly
Bill (AB) 2393 (Cortese,
Statutes of 1992, Chapter 357)
to study the presence of heavy
metals in packaging and the
threat which heavy metals in
packaging pose to public
health and safety and the
environment . This report
presents the results of the
study.

OVERVIEW OF PACKAGING
DISPOSAL RATE
National data show that
packaging contributed
approximately 29% by weight of
the total municipal waste
discarded in the United
States. By weight as well as
by volume, the largest
packaging waste discarded was
paper and paperboard packaging
which was 12% by weight and
13% by volume of total MSW.
Table VI-3 summarizes the
nationwide contribution of
packaging in the municipal
solid waste stream.

In California, CIWMB estimated
that 14 .3 million tons of
packaging was disposed in 1990
and this represents 37% of
the total municipal solid
waste (MSW) generated in the
State . The packaging disposal
rate was estimated using the
waste disposal data reported
in the CIWMB's 1993 Annual
report which groups waste into
several waste categories from
which staff estimated the
packaging disposal rate .

i

HEAVY METALS IN
PACKAGING
AB 2393 specified the heavy
metals to be studied by the
CIWMB . These metals are
antimony, arsenic, barium,
beryllium, cadmium, chromium,
cobalt, copper, lead, mercury,
molybdenum, nickel, selenium,
silver, thallium, vanadium,
and zinc.

Heavy metals can be present in
packaging either because these
metals are part of the raw
materials, the formulation of
the packaging material, or the
metals are contained in a
packaging component (such as
labels, coatings, or
fasteners/closures) . The
common uses of metals in
packaging are as pigments or
colorants, heat stabilizers
for plastics, especially
polyvinyl chloride (PVC),
flame retardants, ceramic
glaze, and foil wrappers . Of
the seventeen metals, CIWMB
determined that most of these
metals are found in packaging
except for beryllium,
molybdenum, silver, and
thallium, which are used
infrequently and only in small
amounts in packaging.

EFFECTS OF METALS IN
PACKAGING
This report discusses the
potential hazards posed by
heavy metals in packaging by
presenting the toxicological
effects from exposure to
hazardous levels of the
specified metals . Heavy
metals in packaging may pose
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risks to human health and the
environment because these
metals are known to cause
toxic effects in the
workplace, in clinical
settings, and other
environmental settings
However, the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment (OEHHA) emphasized
that - the health and
environmental effects are
difficult to assess due to
inadequate data regarding the
metals content of packaging,
the extent such metals will
leach from packaging, and the
extent of human exposure.

To evaluate the potential
threat posed by metals in
landfill leachate, documented
metal concentrations in the
leachate of various landfills
were compared with the metals'
soluble threshold limit
concentrations (STLC) of the
metals . STLC is a level set
by the Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) and
it is the concentration of a
solubilized and extractable
bioaccumulative or persistent
toxic substance which, if
equaled or exceeded in a waste
or waste extract renders the
waste hazardous . In
California, the State Water
Resources Control Board
maintains a database on the
results of Regional Water
Quality Control Boards'
(RWQCB) monitoring of all MSW
landfill leachate and
groundwater . The RWQCBs issue
Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDRs) for each operating
landfill in California . These
WDRs prescribe the types of
wastes that can be disposed of
at landfills as well as
mandating groundwater

monitoring near landfills.
Monitoring data is provided to
RWQCBs according to the
schedules laid out in the
WDRs, in most cases quarterly
and sometimes annually . None
of the metals analyzed
exceeded their STLCs in
landfill leachate or
groundwater . Given the fact
that other wastes (aside from
packaging) containing heavy
metals contributed heavy
metals to the leachate and
still STLC was not exceeded,
staff believes that packaging
does not contribute a
significant threat to the
groundwater under the
landfills.

Another criteria which DTSC
established to determine if a
waste is hazardous or not is
the total threshold limit
concentration (TTLC) which is
the concentration of a
solubilized, extractable, and
nonextractable bioaccumulative
or persistent toxic substance
which, if equaled or exceeded
in a waste, renders the waste
hazardous . TTLC usually
applies to solid materials.
TTLC was used in evaluating
the incinerator fly ash and
bottom ash . Analysis of the
metals in the ash showed that
the higher ranges of some of
the metals exceeded the TTLC
and therefore would classify
the ash hazardous . Therefore,
these ashes would be required
to be disposed of at a
hazardous waste landfill and
would not affect a MSW
landfill.

TREND IN USE OF HEAVY
METALS IN PACKAGING
The Source Reduction Council

S
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of the Coalition ofS Northeastern Governors
(CONEG) developed model
legislation restricting the
use of four heavy metals
(lead, cadmium, mercury, and
hexavalent chromium) in
packaging . Seventeen states
have adopted similar laws, all
patterned after the CONEG
model legislation . The model
legislation requires phased
reduction of the four metals
from 600 ppm, then to 250 ppm,
finally to a goal of 100 ppm
after a specific number of
years from the effective date
of the law.

The packaging industry has
provided CONEG information
illustrating manufacturers'
efforts to reduce or eliminate
.the presence of the four
metals regulated under CONEG' .s
model legislation.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
1. Per a US EPA report,

packaging waste discarded
nationwide in 1990 was
47 .4 million tons . This
represents 29% of the
total MSW discarded . In
California, 14 .3 million
tons of packaging waste
was discarded which
represents 36% of the
total municipal solid
waste discarded in the
State.

2. All of the metals studied
may potentially be used
in packaging . However,
beryllium, molybdenum,
silver, and thallium are
used infrequently and
only in small amounts in
packaging.

3. Seventeen states have
laws restricting the use

of heavy metals in
packaging . Their laws
have been patterned after
the CONEG model
legislation.

4. Respondents to the CIWMB
' survey of packaging
associations indicated
they are already meeting
CONEG's recommended
levels for cadmium,
chromium, lead, and
mercury.

5. Some heavy metals are
needed in the manufacture
of packaging components
to maintain a
satisfactory performance
for their intended
function.

6. Heavy metals may also be
present in packaging
because of the natural
occurrence of the metal
in packaging raw
materials.

7. The California State
Water Resources Control
Board's (SWRCB) landfill
leachate monitoring
program showed that the
concentration of metals
in leachate never
exceeded the soluble
threshold limit
concentration (STLC)
levels set by the
Department of Toxic
Substances Control
(DTSC).

8. Municipal solid waste
incinerator ash (bottom
ash and fly ash) contains
metals at levels that
would classify the ash as
hazardous in some
instances.

1,
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CONCLUSIONS and
RECOMMENDATIONS

Conclusion 1.
CIWMB concludes that
heavy metals in packaging
do not currently
constitute a significant
threat to the groundwater
surrounding landfills.
This conclusion is based
on the findings that : 1)
metal levels in
California MSW landfill
leachates do not exceed
the STLC levels ; 2) an
EPA study done in several
states (including
California) showed heavy
metal levels in leachates
to be below the
regulatory STLC levels;
and, 3) it is important
to note that STLC levels
were not exceeded even
though it is known that
other wastes containing
heavy metals in MSW may
contribute heavy metals
to the leachate.

Recommendation:
To detect future
contamination, the
current MSW landfill
leachate monitoring
program in California
should be continued so
that SWRCB/RWQCBs can
continue to monitor
whether metals in
landfill leachate
threaten the public
health and environment.
The monitoring data
should be periodically
scrutinized to assess
whether a problem is
'starting to occur.
Should landfill leachate
quality deteriorate
because of the presence

of metals, it would be
necessary to determine
whether the increase in
metal concentration is
due to the metal's use in
packaging materials or
from other sources . Such
determination would be
costly, resource
intensive, and would
involve sampling/sorting
of wastes going to the
landfill and conducting
leachability tests for
the packaging and other
materials being disposed
in the specific
problematic landfill.

Conclusion 2.
Although incinerator ash
may, on occasion, exceed
regulatory limits for
heavy metals, no study
has demonstrated that
heavy metals in packaging
are causing the heavy
metals to exceed their
regulatory limits . As
all MSW incinerator ash
is treated and disposed
so as to mitigate any
heavy metal migration,
the adverse environmental
impact on or from MSW
landfill is not a factor.

Recommendation:
The CIWMB does not
recommend mandatory
restrictions of metals in
packaging without any
evidence of ash problems
being caused by packaging
containing heavy metals.

Conclusion 3.
Inadequate and incomplete
data exists on packaging
materials that contain
heavy metals . Thus, it
is difficult to estimate



•

Conclusion 4
It is common knowledge
that heavy metals can be
harmful to humans and the
environment and it is
desirable that human
contact and environmental
release be minimized.

Recommendation:
The CIWMB should continue
to encourage additional
voluntary reductions and
substitutions, except
where no substitute is
feasible, of heavy metals
presently being made by
the manufacturers of
packaging.

the potential human and
environmental health
risks from exposure to
heavy metals in
landfilled or incinerated
packaging products;
however, following a
review of published
literature and
SWRCB/RWQCB landfill
leachate studies, the
CIWMB has concluded that
there is no cause for
alarm at the present time
and that additional
studies are not
warranted.

Recommendation:
A comprehensive "health
risk assessment" would be
required to adequately
assess human health
risks; however, the CIWMB
has concluded from the
literature and
SWRCB/RWQCB landfill
leachate studies, that
conducting the extensive
studies required to
perform a comprehensive
risk assessment specific
to packaging is not
warranted at this time.
Extensive studies would
be required to further
assess sources of heavy
metals, answer questions
of the heavy metal
content of all packaging
materials, heavy metal
leachability, the
fraction of all heavy
metals in landfills
contributed by packaging,
exposure data, and the
attenuation by MSW of
heavy metal migration to
leachate .

v
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Planning and Local Assistance Committee
Meeting Agenda

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM it 68

ITEM : —

	

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT NONYARD WOOD WASTE REPORT

I .

	

SUMMARY

The nonyard wood waste study was developed as a result of
language in AB 1515 (Sher, Chapter 717, Statutes of 1991) and
subsequent requirements codified in Section 42512 of the Public
Resource Code (PRC) . The PRC requires the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (CIWMB), in conjunction with the
California Air Resources Board (CARE), to develop a report that
would quantify the amounts of nonyard wood waste being diverted
from permitted disposal facilities in California and assess the
economic and environmental impacts of promoting or discouraging
nonyard wood waste diversion from those facilities . Any
recommendations this report makes must be consistent with the
hierarchy set forth in Section 40051 of the PRC . That hierarchy
places source reduction at the top, followed by recycling and
composting, with environmentally safe transformation and disposal
at the bottom.

The PRC originally dictated that the CIWMB complete the report on
or before March 31, 1993 . Following discussions with Assembly
Member Sher, an extension was granted to December 1, 1994.

CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

AB 1515 signed by Governor	 10/7/91
Submittal Extension date requested 	 2/10/94
Initial draft completed	 7/11/94
Draft circulated internally to advisors	 8/5/94
Draft distributed at CRRA Workshops	 8/11&19/94
Draft report presented to LA and P Committee	 9/19/94
To Cal/EPA	 10/1/94
To Governor	 11/1/94
To Legislature	 12/1/94
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II . ACTION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE

Committee members may wish to:

1. Approve the draft report and forward it to the full Board
for action ; or

2. Direct staff to make further revisions to the report.

III . ANALYSIS

QUANTIFICATION

In order to accomplish the first task, quantifying nonyard wood
waste diversion, the term "nonyard wood waste" needed to be
defined . As the term has not been used in the past, a working
definition needed to be developed for this report . For the
purposes of this report, nonyard wood waste has been defined as
urban wood waste, which includes : pieces of wood generated during
the manufacture or processing of wood products, the harvesting or
processing of raw woody crops, as well as the wood debris from
construction and demolition activities.

An aspect that made quantification difficult was the fact that
the most common fate for wood waste, other than disposal, was as
fuel for biomass facilities . This introduced an interesting
twist because biomass facilities are considered transformation
facilities under Section 18720(a)(77) of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations . But, biomass facilities are not
permitted as solid waste facilities under the CIWMB and no
records are required to be kept regarding the amounts of wood
waste consumed . Wood waste landfills were also not counted as
part of the disposal stream when local jurisdictions quantified
disposal tonnages in their SRREs . This means that waste
currently going to biomass facilities, as well as wood going to
wood waste landfills, is not being quantified for calculating the
amount of waste diverted from permitted disposal facilities and
is also not considered disposal at a permitted facility . If the
wood waste is not being diverted, it technically should not be
considered for discussion within this report .

	

However, for the
purposes of this report, biomass facilities are considered
diversion and discussed in this report . Biomass facilities should
be assessed in this report because they are the largest market
outside of disposal and represent the largest future market that
will reduce wood waste loadings to landfills.

On a side note, Assembly Bill 688 (Sher, Statutes of 1994) is
currently before the Governor for consideration . This Bill would
exclude biomass conversion from the regulatory definition of
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transformation and allow biomass fuel consumed in a jurisdiction
to count as part of the 10% transformation allowance towards
meeting the 50% waste diversion requirement mandated by the year
2000 . If this Bill is signed and local jurisdictions wish to
take advantage of potential credits that a biomass facility
operating within the jurisdiction may offer, new SRREs would have
to be-submitted to the CIWMB which would require a more accurate
quantification of wood waste consumed by the biomass industry
during the base year (1990) or wood that normally was disposed of
in the base year at permitted disposal facilities . This may
present an avenue to meet the requirement to annually update the
estimated quantities of nonyard wood waste diverted from
permitted disposal facilities that is mandated in Section 42512
of the PRC . If AB 688 is passed, it would also affect some of the
following recommendations.

Another factor that makes the biomass industry a critical aspect
of this report is the potential future loadings to landfills that
the industry represents . The biomass industry is currently in a
transitional period . Many biomass facilities are enjoying a
relatively high rate of return for the energy they produce as a
result of long term contracts that were negotiated in the mid-
1980s . . .Due to this rate of return, many facilities have remained
profitable during a time when retail energy prices are below the
biomass facility's cost of producing energy . The eleventh year
of the energy contracts represents a point of renegotiation and
all the biomass facilities will have reached their "year eleven"
by the end of the 1990s . The "year eleven" renegotiations, and
inevitable loss of income, in conjunction with the potential
deregulation of public utilities in California may result in the
downsizing and/or closure of many biomass plants in California.
If this occurs, it is likely that much of the wood currently
burned for fuel will be disposed of in landfills . It is
therefore important to evaluate the biomass industry not only as
an avenue for disposal reduction, but also as a potential future
source of waste that has not entered the landfill in the past.

According to preliminary Source Reduction and Recycling Elements
(SRRE) submitted to the CIWMB by Cities and Counties, 3,854,254
tons of wood waste were generated in 1990 in California . This is
considered nonyard wood waste since yard waste was reported in
another category . Of this amount, 3,400,116 tons (88 percent)
were disposed in landfills and 454,139 tons, were diverted . The
reported disposal and diversion amounts do not include wood waste
going to biomass conversion or wood waste landfills.

The second principal source of information used for
quantification was the California Energy Commission's (CEC)
Biomass Resource Assessment Report . The CEC study reported 1 .62
million bone dry tons (BDT) of urban wood waste generated in
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1990 . Of that amount, 810,000 BDT were used by the biomass
industry and 244,000 BDT of urban wood waste was recycled that
year . Caution should be used when comparing the wood waste
tonnages reported by the CEC and those reported within the SRREs.
The CEC study lists urban wood tonnages in bone dry tons while
the SRREs,report the wet weight of wood from both urban and rural
sources.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Assessing the environmental impacts was less straight forward
than estimating quantities of nonyard wood waste . The greatest
environmental impact from nonyard wood waste diversion results
from the reduced air emissions of criteria pollutants realized
from burning the agricultural wastes fraction of nonyard wood
waste in the controlled environment of a biomass burner versus
the emissions from open field burning . However, this has limited
diversion impact as agricultural wastes are rarely disposed of in
permitted facilities . It is recognized that additional air
emissions are realized through the processing and collection of
nonyard wood waste, however, the emissions are offset by virtue
of the fact that the material must be collected and processed

. regardless of whether it is diverted from or disposed in a
permitted disposal facility. Overall the impacts appear minimal.

ECONOMIC IMPACTS

The economic climate of wood waste use is extremely volatile.
California landfill tipping fees, as reported in a June 1994
survey of the Solid Waste Digest, average less than $29 per ton
while fuel costs for biomass facilities derived from urban wood
waste varies between $26 and $32 per bone dry ton (BDT) with the
price dropping as low as $22 .50 per BDT at the drafting of this
report and as high as $40 .00 per BDT only six months ago . A
comparison of these prices would seem to favor the conversion of
wood waste to fuel . However, the cost of processing and
transporting urban wood waste results in a delivered cost to the
processor of over $35 per ton . This means long term contracts
would need to be secured or outside economic influences would
need to be in effect in order for a wood waste processing
operation to remain profitable under the current market . The
increase in supply of wood waste resulting from the CIWMB
encouraging diversion would not, under current market conditions,
significantly affect the overall economics of the wood waste
industry.

The most significant economic factors affecting biomass burners,
and indirectly wood waste processors, are current energy prices
and the existence of standard offer contracts . The standard offer
contracts developed under the Public Utilities Regulatory Policy
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Act of 1978 guarantees a rate for energy produced by qualified
facilities . Most of the contracts were negotiated in the mid-
eighties when energy costs were high and future estimates were
even higher . As a result, any facility that entered into a
Standard Offer #4, the most lucrative of the standards offers,
would currently be receiving a rate of return on energy produced
that is well above the public utilities' avoided cost of
producing energy.

Public utilities are. beginning to negotiate new prices for energy
with many of the biomass facilities under contract . With current
fuel prices remaining low, the public utilities will attempt to
negotiate a much lower price for energy it purchases to put the
purchased energy in-line with the cost of producing energy . As a
result many biomass facilities may find it difficult to continue
to operate in the near future . This may result in prices
dropping for wood fuel and/or an increase in wood waste disposal.
The current economy does not in itself justify biomass
electricity unless the facility is very efficient in producing
energy . Biomass burning of wood waste may be justified via the
greater public need served by the wood waste diverted from
landfills . However, current statutory constraints, such as
biomass falling under the definition of transformation, limit the
State's ability to encourage redirection of wood waste from a
landfill to biomass facilities . Reuse of the wood is an option,
but this constitutes a very small portion of the market and would
result in only a minor diversion . As mentioned, if AB 688 is
passed, biomass conversion will no longer be considered
transformation and will be eligible to count towards 10% of the
waste reduction requirements mandated by the year 2000.

Based on the available data on nonyard wood waste, diverting
nonyard wood waste from permitted disposal facilities would have
a limited, if any, effect on the environment and have a limited
economic. effect outside the biomass industry . The greatest
benefit realized from promoting diversion of nonyard wood waste
would be the additional landfill space that would become
available . Part of the landfill space is currently available from
existing diversion practices, however the biomass industry
represents a much greater potential for diversion as well as the
potential, if downsizing of the industry occurs, to introduce new
waste into the waste stream that previously did not exist.

Transformation is given a preference over disposal, although
slight, by enabling cities and counties to use transformation
practices to count towards 10% of waste reduction goals of 50% by
the year 2000 . However, the current transitions occurring in the
industry may result in significant reductions in the number of
facilities before the year 2000 . As a result California may
experience a significant increase in wood waste tonnages being•
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directed towards landfills before the 10% transformation
allowance occurs . Furthermore, this does little to assist the
biomass industry . In order for a transformation facility to be
eligible for 101 of the 50% waste reduction requirements, the
facility must be permitted by the CIWMB as a solid waste disposal
facility . Currently no biomass facilities are permitted by this
agency. AB 688 would allow biomass conversion to count towards
10% of the waste reduction requirements of the year 2000.
However, even if AB 688 were passed, it would have little, if
any, effect on the economics of the biomass industry under
current conditions.

In order to verify waste reduction end uses, more extensive
information regarding types of wood waste disposed, diverted, and
reused will be needed from the various jurisdictions . In order to
further quantify and accurately assess the various types of wood
waste and their end uses, a mechanism or network would need to be
implemented to periodically count and report not only the amount
of wood waste disposed, but the types and possible diversion
options available.

Conversely, waste reduction goals are now determined by a
comparison of current tonnages of waste crossing the scales
versus amounts of waste disposed of during the base year . Due to
this, it seems to matter very little where the wood waste goes as
long as it does not cross the scales at a permitted facility . It
is therefore difficult to justify further study attempting to
quantify this portion of the waste stream . Furthermore, the
current data available has a questionable level of confidence
associated with it such that the incremental change between
annual reports, as required by Section 42512 of the PRC, would be
overshadowed by the uncertainty intrinsic in the current
available data . As a result, the Legislature may want to
consider suspending the annual reporting requirements to update
the quantification of non yard wood waste diversion and
assessment of the environmental and economic impacts.

IV. STAFF CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Conclusion 1.

The term "nonyard wood waste" needs to be defined.

Recommendation

The CIWMB should define, in regulation, the term "nonyard
wood waste" to include pieces of wood generated during the
manufacture or processing of wood products, the harvesting

	

.
or processing of raw woody crops, and the wood debris from

•
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construction and demolition activities.

Conclusion 2.

Wood waste going to biomass burners during the base year
(1990) cannot count towards AB 939 diversion goals because
these facilities are not CIWMB permitted transformation
facilities . However, at the time of printing of this
document, the legislature sent AB 688 to the Governor for
approval . If signed, this Bill would specifically exclude
biomass conversion from the definition of transformation and
allow biomass conversion to count up to 10% of the waste
reduction mandated by the year 2000.

Recommendation

Option 1:
The CIWMB may choose to seek legislation allowing wood waste
going to biomass burners to count towards the AB 939 goals
(this, in effect, is what AB 688 does) ; or,

Option 2:
The CIWMB may choose to consider biomass burners as solid
waste facilities and permit them thus allowing the diversion
to count (AB 688 would eliminate this option).

Either of the above options would necessitate that some sort
of weighing or accounting system be used by local
jurisdictions to quantify wood waste being counted for
diversion.

Conclusion 3.

The data needed to quantify the amount of nonyard wood waste
is incomplete, conflicting, or non-existent.

Recommendation

If nonyard wood waste is to be better quantified, the CIWMB
should require each regulated jurisdiction to categorize and
quantify woody materials . This should be accomplished after
the CIWMB has defined nonyard wood waste . Local
jurisdictions would need to incorporate into their existing
systems a method to quantify sources and uses of wood waste.
This could be addressed through the diversion reporting
regulations that will be drafted.

•
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Conclusion 4.

The environmental impacts of diversion of nonyard wood waste
from permitted facilities are minimal.

Recommendation

Since the quantities of nonyard wood waste and the
environmental effects of nonyard wood waste disposal to
permitted facilities are minimal, no immediate action is
required of the CIWMB now or later and continued annual
tracking and reporting would have limited usefulness . It is
therefore suggested that the need for the annual reporting
under Section 42512 be reassessed . However, the CIWMB
should continue to support the reduce, reuse, and recycle
hierarchy of AB 939 with respect to the management of
nonyard wood waste.

Conclusion 5 . .

By consuming wood waste, biomass facilities are providing a
disposal alternative to society while at the same time
generating electric power.

Recommendation

The CIWMB should encourage biomass facilities to continue
operating and accepting wastes that have not previously been
normally disposed to avoid the potential increase in waste
that may appear at landfills if biomass plants cease
.operation.

Conclusion 6.

Biomass facilities assist in reducing air emissions of
criteria pollutants by burning agricultural waste in a
controlled combustion environment . This material would have
otherwise been burned uncontrolled in open fields causing
greater emissions of air pollutants.

Recommendation

The CIWMB should actively encourage biomass facilities to
continue to accept and burn agricultural wastes to assist in
the reduction of criteria pollutants emitted from open field
burning .

•

•
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Conclusion 7.
Under current conditions, the economics of the biomass
industry would not be significantly affected by the CIWMB
encouraging or discouraging the diversion of nonyard wood
waste.

Recommendation
The CIWMB should continue to actively encourage the
diversion of wood waste from permitted disposal facilities.
Even though additional wood waste diversion would not assist
the biomass industry due to a current market oversupply of
wood waste, the CIWMB should actively pursue diversion
options for the resulting reduction in disposal tonnages.

Conclusion 8.

The best method for managing the greatest fraction of the
large quantities of wood waste in California at the present
time is for its use as a fuel for biomass burning
facilities.

Recommendation

The Board should focus its efforts on assisting the industry
in developing programs for such operations as mining and
processing landfilled wood waste, collecting and processing
agricultural wastes, collection of non-traditional fuels
such as Christmas trees, and in general developing a
regulatory atmosphere that encourages alternatives to
landfill disposal or open field burning.

Staff recommends that the Committee adopt the report and forward
the report to the Board for consideration at the September 21,

. 1994 meeting in Stockton.

V. ATTACHMENTS

1)

	

Executive Summary of Nonyard Wood Waste Report
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The nonyard wood waste study was developed in an attempt to
answer three basic questions regarding nonyard wood waste and the
resulting effects of diverting it from permitted disposal
facilities . The three issues involved quantifying the amount of
nonyard wood waste diverted from permitted disposal facilities,
assessing the economic implications of promoting or discouraging
diversion, and assessing the environmental impacts . Following
the conclusions made from this study, recommendations could be
made regarding the California Integrated Waste Management Board's
(CIWMB) position on whether to encourage or discourage the
diversion of nonyard wood waste from permitted disposal
facilities.

In order to accomplish the first task, quantifying nonyard wood
waste diversion, the term "nonyard wood waste" needed to be
defined . As the term has not been used in the past, a working .
definition needed to be developed for this report . For the
purposes of this report, nonyard wood waste has been-defined as
urban wood waste, which includes : pieces of wood generated during
the manufacture or processing of wood products, the harvesting or
processing of raw woody crops, as well as the wood debris from
construction and demolition activities.

An additional aspect that made' quantification difficult was the
fact that the most common fate for wood waste, other than
disposal, was as fuel for biomass facilities . This introduced an
interesting twist because biomass facilities are considered
transformation facilities under Section 18720(a)(77) of Title 14
of the California Code of Regulations . But, biomass facilities
are not permitted as solid waste facilities under the CIWMB and
no records are required to be kept regarding the amounts of wood
waste consumed . Wood waste landfills were also not counted as
part of the disposal stream when local jurisdictions quantified
disposal tonnages in their Source Reduction and Recycling
Elements (SRREs) . This means that waste currently going to
biomass facilities, as well as wood going to wood waste
landfills, is not being quantified for calculating the amount of
waste diverted from permitted disposal facilities and is also not
considered disposal at a permitted facility . If the wood waste
is not being diverted, it technically should not be considered
for discussion within this report . However, for the purposes of
this report, biomass facilities are considered diversion and
discussed in this report . Biomass facilities should be assessed
in this report because they are the largest market outside of .
disposal and represent the largest future market that will reduce
wood waste loadings to landfills.

On a side note, Assembly Bill 688 (Sher, Statutes of 1994) is
before the Governor for consideration at the drafting of this
report . This Bill would exclude biomass conversion from the

i
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regulatory definition of transformation and allow biomass fuel
consumed in a jurisdiction to count as part of the 10%
transformation allowance towards meeting the 501 waste diversion
requirement mandated by the year 2000 . If this Bill is signed
and local jurisdictions wish to take advantage of potential
credits that a biomass facility operating within the jurisdiction
may offer, new SRREs would have to be submitted to the CIWMB
which would require a more accurate quantification of wood waste
consumed by the biomass industry during the base year (1990) or
wood that normally was disposed of in the base year at permitted
disposal facilities . This may present an avenue to meet the
requirement to annually update the estimated quantities of
nonyard wood waste diverted from permitted disposal facilities
that is mandated in Section 42512 of the PRC . If AB 688 is
passed, it would also affect some of statements and
recommendations in this report, but not the conclusions regarding
the economic and environmental impacts of encouraging or
discouraging diversion.

Another factor that makes the biomass industry a critical aspect
of this report is the potential future loadings to landfills that
the industry represents . The biomass industry is currently in a
transitional period . Many biomass facilities are enjoying a
relatively high rate of return for the energy they produce as a
result of long term contracts that were negotiated in the mid-
1980s . Due to this rate of return, many facilities have remained
profitable during a time when retail energy prices are below the
biomass facility's cost of producing energy . The eleventh year
of the energy contracts represents a point of renegotiation and
all the biomass facilities will have reached their "year eleven"
by the end of the 1990s . The "year eleven" renegotiations, and
inevitable loss of income, in conjunction with the potential
deregulation of public utilities in California may result in the
downsizing and/or closure of many biomass plants in California.
If this occurs, it is likely that much of the wood currently
burned for fuel will be disposed of in landfills . It is
therefore important to evaluate the biomass industry not only as
an avenue for disposal reduction, but also as a potential future
source of waste that has not entered the landfill in the past.

Based on the criteria used to define nonyard wood waste,
essentially two sources of data were used to quantify wood waste
tonnages . According to the first source, preliminary SRREs
submitted to the CIWMB by Cities and Counties, 3,854,254 tons of
wood waste were generated in 1990 in California . This is
considered nonyard wood waste since yard waste was reported in
another category . Of this amount, 3,400,116 tons (88 percent)
were disposed in landfills and 454,139 tons were diverted . The
reported disposal and diversion amounts do not include wood waste
that was consumed in biomass conversion or disposed of in a wood
waste landfill as these were not required to be quantified in the
SRREs .

ii

1449



to operate in the near future . This may result in prices
dropping for wood fuel and/or an increase in wood waste disposal.
The current economy does not in itself justify biomass
electricity unless the facility is very efficient in producing
energy . Biomass burning of wood waste can be justified via the
greater . public need served by the wood waste diverted from
landfills . However, current regulatory constraints, such as
biomass falling under the definition of transformation, limits
the State's ability to encourage redirection of wood waste from a
landfill to biomass facilities . Reuse of the wood is an option,
but this constitutes a very small portion of the market and would
result in a minor diversion . As indicated, if AB 688 is passed;
biomass conversion will no longer be considered transformation
and will be eligible to count towards 10% of the waste reduction
requirements mandated by the year 2000.

Based on the available data on nonyard wood waste, diverting
nonyard wood waste from permitted disposal facilities would have
a limited, if any, effect on the environment and have a limited
economic effect outside the biomass industry . The greatest
benefit realized from promoting diversion of nonyard wood waste
would be the additional landfill space that would become
available . Part of the landfill space is currently available from
existing diversion practices, however the biomass industry
represents a much greater potential for diversion as well as the
potential, if downsizing of the industry occurs, to introduce new
waste into the waste stream that previously did not exist.

Transformation is given a preference over disposal, although
slight, by enabling cities and counties to use transformation
practices to count towards 10% of waste reduction goals of 50% by
the year 2000 . However, the current transitions occurring in the
industry may result in significant reductions in the number of
facilities before the year 2000 . As a result California may
experience a significant increase in wood waste tonnages being
directed towards landfills before the 10% transformation
allowance occurs . Furthermore, this does little to assist the
biomass industry . in order for a transformation facility to be
eligible for 10% of the 50% waste reduction requirements, the
facility must be permitted by the CIWMB as a solid waste disposal
facility . Currently no biomass facilities are permitted by this
agency . AB 688, if passed, would allow biomass conversion to
count towards 10% of the waste reduction requirements of the year
2000 . However, even if AB 688 were passed, it would have little,
if any, effect on the economics of the biomass industry under
current conditions.

In order to verify end uses of diverted wood waste, more
extensive information regarding types of wood waste disposed,
diverted, and reused will be needed from the various
jurisdictions . In order to further quantify and accurately assess
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the various types of wood waste and their end uses, a mechanism
or network would need to be implemented to periodically count and
report not only the amount of wood waste disposed, but the types
and possible diversion options available.

Conversely, progress towards waste reduction goals are now
determined by a comparison of current tonnages of waste crossing
the scales versus amounts of waste disposed of during the base
year . Due to this, it seems to matter very little where the wood
waste goes as long as it does not cross the scales at a permitted
facility . It is therefore difficult to justify further study
attempting to quantify this portion of the waste stream.
Furthermore, the current data available has such a questionable
level of confidence associated with it such that any incremental
change between annual reports, as required by Section 42512 of
the PRC, would be overshadowed by the uncertainty intrinsic in
the current available data . As a result, the Legislature may
want to consider suspending the annual reporting requirements to
update the quantification of non yard wood waste diversion and
assessment of the environmental and economic impacts . The .
variable nature of the industry compounded by lack of adequate
environmental data for various wood reuse and disposal options
would require extensive original research and prohibitive amounts
of resources to adequately assess the quantities and impacts of
nonyard wood waste diversion ..

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Conclusion 1.
The term "nonyard wood waste" needs to be defined.

Recommendation

The CIWMB should define, in regulation, the term "nonyard
wood waste" to include pieces of wood generated during the
manufacture or processing of wood products, the harvesting
or processing of raw woody crops, and the wood debris from
construction and demolition activities.

Conclusion 2.
Wood waste going to biomass burners during the base year
(1990) cannot count towards AB 939 diversion goals because
these facilities are not CIWMB permitted transformation
facilities . However, at the time of printing of this
document, the legislature sent AB 688 to the Governor for
approval . If signed, this Bill would specifically exclude
biomass conversion from the definition of transformation and
allow biomass conversion to count up to 10% of the waste
reduction mandated by the year 2000.

Recommendation
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The second principal source of information used for
quantification was the California Energy Commission's (CEC)
Biomass Resource Assessment Report . This report compiled a
listing of various materials used for fuel by biomass facilities
that went far beyond the scope of this report . Of the fuel
materials listed, only forest slash, fruit and nut crops, lumber
mill waste and urban wood waste were considered within the makeup
of nonyard wood waste . The CEC reported that the summation of
these woody materials amounted to 14 .2 million bone dry tons
(BDT)_ generated . The material with the greatest potential to
both reach a landfill and be potentially diverted was urban wood
waste . The CEC study reported 1 .62 million BDT generated in
1990 . Of that amount, 810,000 BDT were used by the biomass
industry and 244,000 BDT of urban wood waste was recycled that
year.

Caution should be used when comparing the wood waste tonnages
reported by the CEC and those reported within the SRREs . The CEC
study lists urban wood tonnages in bone dry tons while the SRREs
report the wet weight of wood from both urban and rural sources.
The weight in the SRREs could potentially be cut in half if
converted to bone dry tons . This is only an estimate as moisture
content will vary significantly between materials and locations
throughout the state.

Assessing the environmental impacts was much more difficult than
estimating quantities of nonyard wood waste . It appears that the
greatest environmental impacts from nonyard wood waste diversion
results from the air emissions of criteria pollutants generated
during both the processing of the material, which included
separation, grinding and sifting, and the actual burning in a
biomass facility . Additional air emissions are realized through
collection of nonyard wood waste, but it is assumed that the
material must be collected regardless of whether it is diverted
from or disposed in a permitted disposal facility . The
processing emissions may be offset by the fact that there are
emissions attributed to heavy machinery working the face of the
landfill if the material reached'the disposal site ; this was not
assessed in this report.

Even calculating and assigning the air emissions resulting from
the combustion of diverted nonyard wood waste in biomass
facilities is not as straight forward as it might first appear.
Assuming the biomass facilities continue to operate regardless of
the fuel source, approximately the same air emissions would be
generated whether the facility uses diverted wood waste or a
dedicated fuel source . Therefore one can not state with
confidence that if the wood waste were disposed in a landfill,
the stack emissions from the biomass facility would not occur.
Conversely, if the wood waste reaches the landfill, both air
emissions and leachate are generated from the wood waste . The
emissions from wood waste in the landfill however, are
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insignificant when compared to the emissions generated from
municipal solid waste in the landfill . This is confirmed by the
data contained in LEA Advisory #13 issued by the CIWMB . Data
collected from 46 wood waste disposal sites indicated that
neither air emissions nor leachate contamination are of any great
concern.

The greatest impact resulting from diverting the wood waste to
biomass and reuse would be the landfill space that is saved . The
most desirable option would be reuse of the wood waste, but the
this represents such a limited option at this time that the total
impact of reuse is insignificant as compared to biomass use.

The economics of wood waste diversion is extremely volatile.
California landfill tipping fees, as reported in a June 1994
survey of the Solid Waste Digest, average less than $29 per ton
while fuel for biomass facilities derived from urban wood waste
varies between $26 and $32 per bone dry ton (BDT) with the price
dropping as low as $22 .50 per BDT at the drafting of this report
and as high as $40 .00 per BDT only six months ago . A comparison
of these prices would seem to favor the conversion of wood waste
to fuel . However, the current cost of processing and
transporting urban wood waste results in a delivered cost tot the
processor of over $35 per ton . This means long term contracts
would need to be secured or outside economic influences would
need to be in effect in order for a wood waste processing
operation to remain profitable under the current market.

Agricultural waste, although generally regarded as a less
desirable fuel, can fetch a higher price during certain periods
because some biomass facilities need to burn a minimum percent of
agricultural wastes to meet offset requirements in their permits.
To compound this, many biomass facilities are currently under
contract and are receiving a higher rate for electricity than the
avoided cost of the utility buying the energy.

The standard offer contracts developed under the Public Utilities
Regulatory Policy Act of 1978 guarantees a rate for energy
produced by qualified facilities . Most of the contracts were
negotiated in the mid-eighties when energy costs were high and
future estimates were even higher . As a result, any facility that
entered into a Standard Offer #4, the most lucrative of the
standards offers, would currently be receiving a rate of return
on energy produced that is well above the public utilities'
avoided cost of producing energy.

Public utilities are beginning to negotiate new prices for energy
with many of the biomass facilities under contract . With current
fuel prices remaining low, the public utilities will attempt to
negotiate a much lower price for energy it purchases to put the
purchased energy in-line with the cost of producing energy . As a
result many biomass facilities may find it difficult to continue
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Option 1:
The CIWMB may choose to seek legislation allowing wood waste
going to biomass burners to count towards the AB 939 goals
(this, in effect, is what AB 688 does) ; or,

Option 2:
The CIWMB may choose to consider biomass burners as solid
waste facilities and permit them thus allowing the diversion
to count (AB 688 would eliminate this option).

Either of the above options would necessitate that some sort
of weighing or accounting system be used by local
jurisdictions to quantify wood waste being counted for
diversion.

Conclusion 3.
The data needed to quantify the amount of nonyard wood waste
is incomplete, conflicting, or non-existent.

Recommendation

If nonyard wood waste is to be better quantified, the CIWMB
should require each regulated jurisdiction to categorize and
quantify woody materials . This should be accomplished after
the CIWMB has defined nonyard wood waste . Local
jurisdictions would need to incorporate into their existing
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systems a method to quantify sources and uses of wood waste.
This could be addressed through the diversion reporting
regulations that will be drafted.

Conclusion 4.
The .environmental impacts of diversion of nonyard wood waste
from permitted facilities are minimal.

Recommendation

Since the quantities of nonyard wood waste and the
environmental effects of nonyard wood waste disposal to
permitted facilities are minimal, no immediate action is
required of the CIWMB now or later and continued annual
tracking and reporting would have limited usefulness . It is
therefore suggested that the need for the annual reporting
under Section 42512 be reassessed . However, the CIWMB
should continue to support the reduce, reuse, and recycle
hierarchy of AB 939 with respect to the management of
nonyard wood waste.

Conclusion 5.
By consuming wood waste, biomass facilities are providing a
disposal alternative to society while at the same time
generating electric power .
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Recommendation

The CIWMB should encourage biomass facilities to continue
operating and accepting wastes that have not previously been
normally disposed to avoid the potential increase in waste
that may appear at landfills if biomass plants cease
operation .•

Conclusion 6.
Biomass facilities assist in reducing air emissions of
criteria pollutants by burning agricultural waste in a
controlled combustion environment . This material would have
otherwise been burned uncontrolled in open fields causing
greater emissions of air pollutants.

Recommendation

The CIWMB should actively encourage biomass facilities to
continue to accept and burn agricultural wastes to assist in
the reduction of criteria pollutants emitted from open field
burning.

Conclusion 7.
Under current conditions, the economics of the biomass
industry would not be significantly affected by the CIWMB
encouraging or discouraging the diversion of nonyard wood
waste.

Recommendation
The CIWMB should continue to actively encourage the
diversion of wood waste from permitted disposal facilities.
Even though additional wood waste diversion would not assist
the biomass industry due to a current market oversupply of
wood waste, the CIWMB should actively pursue diversion
options for the resulting reduction in disposal tonnages.

Conclusion 8.
The best method for managing the greatest fraction of the
large quantities of wood waste in California at the present
time is for its use as a fuel for biomass burning
facilities.

Recommendation

The Board should focus its efforts on assisting the industry
in developing programs for such operations as mining and
processing landfilled wood waste, collecting and processing
agricultural wastes, collection of non-traditional fuels
such as Christmas trees, and in general developing a
regulatory atmosphere that encourages alternatives to
landfill disposal or open field burning.

viii
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Local Assistance and Planning Committee
Meeting Agenda

September 19, 1994

AGENDA ITEM #69

ITEM :

	

CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTANCE OF MODEL UNIVERSITY WASTE
REDUCTION PROGRAM DELIVERABLES

I. SUMMARY

At the April 1992 Board meeting, both the Scope of Work and
selection of campuses for four Interagency Agreements to
implement model university waste reduction programs were
approved . The selected campuses were the University of
California, Los Angeles(UCLA), California State University,
Humboldt(HSU), California State University, San Francisco(SFSU),
and California State University, San Marcos(CSUSM) . Of the
qualified respondents, these universities provided the best
representation of diversity in academic emphases, geography, and
demographics found in California's universities and colleges.
Each campus was provided a comprehensive Scope of Work to
complete in return for $25,000 in progress payments.

The terms of the two-year interagency agreements for the
implementation of model university waste reduction programs are
now complete and the final results and products have been
reviewed by staff . One contractor (UCLA) did not complete the
Scope of Work.

II. ACTION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE

Committee members may wish:

1. To accept the deliverables as they are.

2. To accept the deliverables on the condition that
recommended changes are made by the contractor.

3. Not to accept the deliverables if the Committee feels
they do not meet the terms of the contract .
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III . ANALYSIS

The major tasks required in the Scope of work are as follows:

Task I

	

Create a Solid Waste Reduction Planning Committee
comprised of representatives of those groups denoted in
Appendix A in the Scope of Work.

Task II Develop and provide to the Board a Procurement
Preference Plan for durable, reusable, and recyclable
products with post-consumer recycled content using the
steps outlined in the Scope of Work.

Task III Develop and provide to the Board a Solid Waste
Reduction Plan by completing the tasks outlined in the
Scope of Work.

Task IV Incorporate Procurement Preference and Solid Waste
Reduction Plans developed through Tasks II and III into
campus policies and Master Plan . Provide copies of
modified policies and modified portion of campus Master
Plan to the Board.

Task V

	

Implement Procurement Preference Program and
recommended policy changes developed through Task II.
Implement Campus Solid Waste Reduction Pilot Program
using the steps outlined in the Scope of Work.

Task VI Develop a campus waste reduction guide and/or how-to
video for distribution at cost to other California
colleges and universities.

Task VII Provide a final report to the Board detailing
implementation of Tasks I through VI.

The final products were due on June 30, 1994, and the term of
these contracts ended the same day . Payments for the final
projects had to be submitted as soon as staff finished reviewing
the final products, leaving no time for committee review.

UCLA completed Task I of the Interagency Agreement and was paid
for that task . They did not turn in any other work or invoices
within the term of the contract .
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While the three CSU campuses that completed the Scope of Work
have all implemented exemplary waste prevention, recycling,
composting and procurement programs, the video and guides were
received at the end of the contract and still have some minor
inaccuracies and portions that staff believes should be further
developed . These recommended changes include but are not limited
to :

• Correct inaccurate statute quotes ; and

• Obtain releases for the use of trade marks or remove those
portions of the deliverables ; and

• Modify disclaimers so they are consistent with that
recommended by the legal office ; and

• Expand on selected portions of the texts ; and

• Remove selected attachments from the guides ; and

• Replace selected footage from the video.

The three contractors verbally agreed to continue to make minor
changes at the request of the Board in the interest of producing
a mutually acceptable, quality product that will make the models
more transferrable.

The deliverables from these interagency agreements include:

• Progress Reports describing the implementation of each task;
and

• Final Reports consolidating the progress reports into an
executive summary ; and

• How-to Guides for the implementation of Campus Waste
Reduction Programs to be distributed at cost to California
Campuses ; and

• A How-to Video for the implementation of Campus Waste
Reduction Programs to be distributed at cost to California
Campuses.

Copies of the complete scope of work and the deliverables will be
provided to committee members upon request.

•

•
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Each campus assigned the Scope of Work to a lead person or group.
All three campuses developed waste reduction and procurement
preference task forces or committees, waste reduction and
procurement preference plans, and implemented those plans.

Comparing and contrasting the approaches taken by the three
campuses illustrates the importance of knowledge, authority and
motivation in the implementation of a comprehensive waste
reduction program . For a more detailed description of the
implementation of the program, please refer to the individual
task and final reports.

Humboldt State University

Humboldt State University hired the Director of HSU's Campus
Recycling Program (a student) under the Physical Resources
Director to implement the Scope of Work . The Campus Recycling
Program Director had the knowledge and motivation necessary to
implement the Scope of Work . He was given full administrative
support, which provided the authority needed . By hiring a
student, conflict between the student program and the
administration was kept at a minimum while cooperative efforts
were maximized.

San Francisco State University

San Francisco State assigned the task to its student recycling
organization, known as "SFSU Recycle!" . They were given the
verbal support of Facilities Management to implement the Scope of
Work . SFSU Recycle! had a highly motivated staff and the
knowledge necessary to implement the Scope of Work . SFSU
Recycle! also had an existing infrastructure to modify and meet
the requirements of the Scope of Work . Working on this Scope of
Work provided the student staff of SFSU Recycle! with hands-on
experience to implement a comprehensive waste reduction program.

However, SFSU Recycle! had little organizational authority to
implement the Scope of Work and had to use innovative methods to
overcome resistance, particularly in the areas of procurement,
landscape management, and contracted services . SFSU Recycle!
also had very limited budgetary authority, limiting the size of
recycling collection and composting efforts . There was
significant turnover in student staff and directorship within
SFSU Recycle!, making continuity difficult.

Not all campuses have active student recycling groups, limiting
the transferability of this approach .

•
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Cal State San Marcos

Cal State San Marcos, a new CSU campus, assigned the task to the
Director of Support Services within the campus administration.
They relied heavily on their contracted waste hauler, Mashburn
Waste and Recycling Services, for recycling containers,
collection and educational materials.

The Director of Support Services had the authority, both
organizationally and budgetarily, to implement the program . The
waste hauler provided some waste management experience that was
lacking within the campus administration . The Director of
Support Services had many other duties that limited the amount of
time she could spend on this program . Because no one in the
administration had previous experience in waste reduction
efforts, there was a long learning curve necessary before the
program could be effectively implemented.

Not all campuses have a waste hauler willing and/or able to
provide the amount and type of assistance provided by Mashburn,
making this approach less transferrable.

MODEL PROGRAM ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Promotional Materials - HSU, SFSU, CSUSM - all three
campuses developed promotional and educational materials for
program awareness, waste prevention and appropriate source
separation of materials.

Visible, Effective Collection Containers - HSU, SFSU, CSUSM
- the recycling collection containers used are conveniently
located, next to trash cans and noticeably different from trash
receptacles . This ensures their use and facilitates a clean
recycling stream.

Office Waste Reduction Pilot Programs - HSU, SFSU, CSUSM -
these were pilot collection programs used to determine the most
effective means of collection . The collection method determined
most effective was recommended for campus-wide implementation.

E-mail - HSU, SFSU, CSUSM - While this paperless
communication method is relatively new to SFSU and HSU, it is a
primary means of communication at CSUSM.

Computer Networking - HSU, SFSU, CSUSM - these three
campuses along with many other California campuses are now
communicating with campuses nation-wide via e-mail and
listservers to share successes and innovations .
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Recycled Product Procurement - HSU, SFSU, CSUSM - all three
campuses significantly increased their purchases of recycled
products and established policies and preferences toward this
end . CSUSM was particularly successful in this area.

Compost Demonstration Sites - HSU, SFSU,- these sites are
used for compost training for students, staff and community
members.

Recycled Plastic Lumber Products - HSU, CSUSM - recycled
plastic lumber was purchased in the form of benches, picnic
tables, bathroom stall dividers and enclosures for recycling
containers.

Buy Recycled Survey - SFSU, HSU - when the student run SFSU
Recycle! ran into strong resistance from the Procurement Officer,
departments were surveyed, and the favorable survey results were
then given to the Vice President of Administration, a higher
authority . This strategy worked well . A similar survey was
conducted at HSU.

Food Services - HSU, CSUSM - both of these campuses charge
for food in a manner that minimizes over ordering . HSU uses
reusable food service ware and the food waste from the cafeteria
is sent to a local hog farm run by the county sheriffs' office.

Color Coded Receptacles - CSUSM - The recycling containers
at Cal State San Marcos are color coded for easy identification
by the public.

The Ecocycle - HSU - a two-person, human powered vehicle
used by the student recycling program to collect beverage
containers on campus . This method is actually faster than using
a truck.

Electric Collection Vehicle - SFSU - this vehicle was
purchased by the SFSU Recycle! as an environmentally sensitive
alternative to a gas powered vehicle.

Funding Proposal - HSU - a proposal by HSU to retain savings
from avoided disposal costs and apply it toward waste reduction
efforts . This proposal was approved by the CSU Chancellor's
Office.

How-to video - HSU - a comprehensive video describing the
steps involved in setting up a campus waste reduction program.
The written guide prepared by HSU parallels the video and can be
used as a text, providing more detail .
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IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Committee accept the deliverables on
the condition that the contractors make recommended changes.
Staff anticipates that this could be completed in two months.

V. ATTACHMENTS

N/A

VI. APPROVALS

Prepared by

	

Terry Brennan

	

Phone 255-2458
Reviewed by

	

James Cropper wJ

	

Phone 255-2480
Reviewed by

	

William R. Or

	

Phone 255-2490
Legal Review :	 	 Date/Time	 1/,z/n// :O dptij
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